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TITLE  6— AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT  and  stored  at  any  of  the  terminal  markets 

listed  in  subdivision  (i)  of  this  subpara- 
Chapter  IV— -Commodity  Stabilization  graph  shall  be  determined  by  making  a 
Service  and  Commodity  Credit  Cor-  deduction  from  the  terminal  rate  as  fol- 

poration,  Department  of  Agriculture  lows:  Amount  of 

Subchapter  B— Loans,  Purchases,  and  Other  deduction 

Operations  ( cents  per 

_  .  _  „  Terminal:  100  pounds) 

[i9S7  0.  C.  C.  Grain  Price  Support  Bulletin  ^  AngeleS(  California;  San  Frai- 
1,  Supp.  1,  Arndt.  1,  Grain  Sorghums]  cisco,  Californla;  stockton,  Cali- 

Part  421 — Grains  and  Related  fomia  - - —  8 

Commodities  Corpus  Christi,  Texas;  Houston, 

v  Texas;  Galveston,  Texas;  Port  Ar- 
Subpart — 1957-Crop  Grain  SORGHUMS  thur,  Texas;  New  Orleans,  Louisi- 

Loan  and  Purchase  Agreement  ana - - 11 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS  <Se£-  4*  Stat:  1070,  af  amen^e^j  15  U.  S.  C. 

714b.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  5,  62  Stat.  1072, 
The  regulations  issued  by  the  Com-  secs.  301,401,  63  Stat.  1053,  1054,  as  amended; 
modity  Credit  Corppration  and  the  Com-  sec.  308,  70  stat.  206;  15  u.  S.  c.  714c;  7 
modity  Stabilization  Service  published  u-  s-  c- 1447-  1421 ) 
in  22  P.  R.  3216,  3379,  containing  the  issued  this  24th  day  of  July  1957. 
specific  requirements  for  the  1957-crop 

grain  sorghums  price  support  program  [seal!  Clarence  L.  Miller, 
are  hereby  amended  as  follows :  .  Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 

1.  Section  421.2433  (a)  (1)  is  amended  Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

by  adding  the  following  to  the  list  of  [p.  R.  Doc.  57-6197;  Piled,  July  29,  1957; 
terminal  markets  and  basic  support  rates  _  8:50  a.  m.] 
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Subchapter  D — Regulations  Under  Soil  Bank  Act 
Part  485 — Soil  Bank 

Subpart — Acreage  Reserve  Program 
designation  and  use  of  acreage  reserve 

Section  485.214  (c)  of  the  regulations 
governing  the  1957  acreage  reserve  part 
of  the  Soil  Bank  Program,  21  F.  R.  10449, 
as  amended  and  supplemented,  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

(c)  The  acreage  reserve  shall  not  be 
grazed  after  December  31,  1956,  or  the 
date  the  agreement  is  filed,  whichever  is 
later,  and  prior  to  January  1,  1958,  un¬ 
less  the  Secretary,  after  the  Governor 
of  the  State  in  which  the  farm  is  lo¬ 
cated  has  certified  that  there  is  a  need 
for  grazing  on  the  acreage  reserve,  de¬ 
termines  that  it  is  necessary  to  permit 
grazing,  thereon  in  order  to  alleviate 
damage,  hardship,  or  suffering  caused 
by  severe  drought,  flood,  or  other  nat¬ 
ural  disaster.  Leasing  of  the  acreage 
reserve  to  others  for  grazing  purposes 
is  prohibited.  The  restriction  against 
grazing  shall  not  apply  to  a  crop  which 
matured  and  normally  would  be  har¬ 
vested  in  1956,  unless  harvesting  of  the 
(Continued  on  next  page) 
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crop  in  1956  would  have  been  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  a  1956  acreage  reserve  agreement. 

(1)  Except  as  provided  in  subpara¬ 

graph  (2)  of  this  paragraph,  a  written 
request  to  graze  the  acreage  reserve,  on 
a  form  approved  by  the  Administrator, 
must  be  filed  with  the  county  committee 
in  which  the  producer  agrees  to  a  deduc¬ 
tion  from  the  compensation  payable  un¬ 
der  the  agreement  of  an  amount  equal 
to  $6.00  per  acre  times  the  total  number 
of  acres  in  the  acreage  reserve.  If  the 
compensation  payable  under  the  agree¬ 
ment  amounts  to  less  than  $6.00  per  acre 
times  the  total  number  of  acres  in  the 
acreage  reserve,  the  amount  of  the  de¬ 
duction  shall  be  the  amount  of  compen¬ 
sation  payable  under  the  agreement.  If 
the  request  is  approved  and  written  con¬ 
sent  to  graze  is  given  by  the  county  com¬ 
mittee,  permission  to  graze  the  acreage 
reserve  shall  extend  through  December 
31,  1957.  ' 

(2)  Where  a  Disaster  Relief  Feed 
Grain  Program  is  in  operation,  grazing 
the  acreage  reserve  may  be  permitted  by 
the  Secretary  for  the  duration  of  the 
disaster  without  making  a  deduction 
from  the  compensation  payable  under 
the  agreement. 

(Sec.  124,  70  Stat.  198;  7  U.  S.  C.  1812) 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  25th 
day  of  July  1957. 

[seal!  E.  L.  Peterson, 

Acting  Secretary. 

{F.  R.  Doc.  57-6198;  Filed,  July  29,  1957; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


TITLE  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  I — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Standards,  Inspections, 
Marketing  Practices),  Department 
of  Agriculture 

Part  52 — Processed  Fruits  and  Vege¬ 
tables,  Processed  Products  Thereof, 
and  Certain  Other  Processed  Food 
Products 

SUBPART — UNITED  STATES  STANDARDS  FOR 
GRADES  OF  CANNED  FREESTONE  PEACHES; 
CORRECTION 

In  Federal  Register  Document  52-5068 
appearing  at  page  4384  of  the  issue  for 
Friday,  June  21,  1957,  the  following 
change  is  made: 


Tuesday ,  July  30,  1957 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 
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1.  In  the  twenty-first  line  of  5  52.2614 
insert  the  following  between  the  word 
•to”  and  “fa-”:  “distribute  the  product 
evenly,  inclining  the  sieve  slightly  to”. 

Dated:  July  25,  1957. 

[seal!  Frank  E.  Blood, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Marketing  Services. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-6192;  Piled,  July  29,  1957; 
8:49  a.  m.J 


Chapter  VII — Commodity  Stabilization 
Service  (Farm  Marketing  Quotas 
and  Acreage  Allotments),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture 

[Amdt.  5] 

Part  728 — Wheat 

Subpart — Wheat  Marketing  Quotas  for 
1957  Crop 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS 

Basis  and  Purpose.  The  amendments 
herein  are  issued  under  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  and 
are  for  the  purpose  of  providing  for  es¬ 
tablishing  farm  normal  wheat  yields  on 
a  harvested  basis;  for  determining  farm 
normal  yields  for  irrigated  and  nonirri- 
gated  wheat;  for  issuing  marketing  cer¬ 
tificates  rather  than  marketing  cards  in 
cases  where  farmers  obtain  downward 
adjustments  in  their  farm  marketing  ex¬ 
cesses  on  account 'of  actual  production; 
and  for  substituting  wheat  in  non- 
licensed  storage  for  wheat  which  has 
been  placed  in  licensed  storage  to  post¬ 
pone  or  avoid  the  marketing  penalty. 

The  amendments  to  make  the  determi¬ 
nation  of  farm  normal  yields  on  a  har¬ 
vested  basis  are  consistent  with  the 
method  of  determining  county  normal 
yields,  which  is  on  a  harvested  basis. 
The  amendment  to  provide  the  method 
for  determining  a  farm  normal  yield 
where  both  irrigated  and  nonirrigated 
lands  have  been  used  for  the  production 
of  wheat  on  the  farm  is  necessary  to 
supply  a  deficiency  now  existing  in  the 
regulations.  The  use  of  irrigation  has 
greatly  increased  yields  and  created  a 
distinct  upward  trend  in  normal  yields. 
The  proposed  amendment  is  designed  to 
give  recognition  to  that  trend.  The 
amendments  providing  for  the  issuance 
of  a  marketing  certificate  rather  than  a 
marketing  card  in  any  case  where  a 
downward  adjustment  has  been  granted 
in  the  farm  marketing  excess  on  account 
of  actual  production  is  intended  to  pre¬ 
vent  farmers  from  marketing  more  wheat 
without  payment  of  penalty  than  should 
be  permitted  on  the  basis  of  the  actual 
production  established  in  connection 
with  the  downward  adjustment..  The 
amendment  to  permit  the  substitution  of 
wheat  in  non-licensed  storage  for  wheat 
which  has  been  placed  in  licensed  storage 
for  the  purpose  of  postponing  or  avoid¬ 
ing  the  marketing  penalty  is  consistent 
with  the  provision  of  the  regulations  for 
substituting  wheat  in  licensed  storage 
for  wheat  in  non-licensed  storage. 

Since  producers  are  now  harvesting 
and  marketing  their  1957  crop  wheat, 
it  is  necessary  that  these  amendments 


become  effective  as  soon  as  possible.  It 
is  hereby  found  that  compliance  with 
the  public  notice,  procedure,  and  30-day 
effective  date  provisions  of  section  4  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  is  im¬ 
practicable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest,  and  the  amendments  herein 
shall  become  effective  upon  filing  of  this 
document  with  the  Director,  Division  of 
the  Federal  Register. 

The  regulations  pertaining  to  wheat 
marketing  quotas  for  the  1957  crop  of 
wheat  are  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  728.753  (b)  is  amended  by 
inserting  the  word  “harvested”  between 
the  words  “per”  and  “acre”. 

2.  Section  728.753  (c)  is  amended  by 
inserting  in  the  first  sentence  the  word 
“harvested”  between  the  words  “per” 
and  “acre”. 

3.  Section  728.753  is  further  amended 
by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (d)  to  read 
as  follows: 

(d)  Irrigated  and  nonirrigated  yields. 
Where  irrigated  and  nonirrigated  wheat 
are  produced  on  the  same  farm  a  sepa¬ 
rate  normal  yield  shall  be  established 
for  each  classification  on  the  basis  of 
the  applicable  factors  in  paragraph  (b) 
or  (c)  of  this  section  (paragraph  (c)  to 
apply  where  records  on  an  irrigated 
and  nonirrigated  basis  are  not  available 
for  each  of  the  applicable  ten  years) , 
and  the  normal  yield  for  the  farm  shall 
be  determined  by  computing  the  average 
of  the  irrigated  and  nonirrigated  nor¬ 
mal  yields  so  determined,  weighted  bv 
the  actual  acreages  of  irrigated  and 
nonirrigated  wheat  on  the  farm  for  1957. 
Where  there  is  no  wheat  acreage  for 
1957,  the  normal  yield  for  such  a  farm 
shall  be  the  average  of  the  irrigated 
and  nonirrigated  normal  yields,  weighted 
by  the  acreages  which  it  is  determined 
by  the  county  committee  were  contrib¬ 
uted  to  the  1957  farm  wheat  acreage 
allotment  by  the  production  in  prior 
years  of  irrigated  and  nonirrigated 
wheat. 

4.  Section  728.767  is  amended  by 
changing  the  period  at  the  end  of  the 
first  sentence  of  paragraph  (a)  to  a 
colon  and  adding  the  following  proviso: 
" Provided ,  That  no  marketing  card  will 
be  issued  if  the  farm  marketing  excess 
determined  under  §  728.759  is  adjusted 
under  §  728.762.” 

5.  The  first  sentence  of  §  728.768  is 
amended  by  striking  out  the  word  “or” 
immediately  preceding  “(d)”,  by  chang¬ 
ing  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  to  a 
comma,  and  by  adding  the  following :  “or 
(e)  where  the  producer  is  ineligible  to 
receive  a  marketing  card  because  the 
farm  marketing  excess  determined  under 
§  728.759  was  adjusted  under  §  728.762.” 

6.  Section  728.783  is  amended  by  in¬ 
serting  immediately  prior  to  the  last 
sentence  of  paragraph  (b)  the  follow¬ 
ing  :  “Wheat  produced  on  a  farm  by  any 
producer  may  be  placed  in  non-licensed 
storage  and  substituted  for  excess  wheat 
for  any  year  which  was  properly  stored 
in  licensed  storage  in  order  to  postpone 
the  payment  of  a  penalty  or  with  a  view 
to  avoiding  such  penalty,  if  a  written  re¬ 
quest  so  to  do  is  filed  with  the  county 
committee  and  approval  of  such  commit¬ 
tee  is  granted  in  writing  upon  the  de¬ 


termination  of  the  county  committee 
that  the  wheat  to  be  stored  in  non- 
licensed  storage  is  of  a  quality  equal  to 
or  better  than  the  wheat  in  licensed 
storage,  and  the  wheat  in  an  amount 
equal  to  the  amount  in  licensed  storage 
for  which  substitution  is  desired  is  stored 
in  non-licensed  storage  in  accordance 
with  paragraphs  (b)  and  (d)  of  this 
section  and  is  secured  by  a  good  and  suf¬ 
ficient  bond  of  indemnity  or  the  deposit 
of  funds  in  escrow,  as  provided  in  said 
paragraph  (d).  When  all  requirements 
for  non-licensed  storage  have  been  met 
in  accordance  with  this  section,  the  ware¬ 
house  receipt  covering  the  wheat  in  li¬ 
censed  storage  shall  be  returned  to  the 
person  who  deposited  it. 

(Sec.  375,  52  Stat.  66,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
1375.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  301,  52  Stat. 
38,  as  amended;  55  Stat.  203,  as  amended; 
7  U.  S.  C.  1301,  1340) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  25th 
day  of  July  1957.  Witness  my  hand  and 
the  seal  of  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture. 

[seal!  E.  L.  Peterson, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-6200;  Piled.  July  29,  1957; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


„  Part  730 — Rice 

Subpart — Regulations  Pertaining  to 

Farm  Marketing  Quotas  for  1957  Crop 

of  Rice 

MISCET  LANEOUS  AMENDMENTS 

The  purposes  of  tHe  amendments 
herein  are  to  establish  the  monetary  rate 
of  penalty  for  any  farm  marketing  excess 
determined  in  connection  with  the  1957 
rice  marketing  quota  program  at  50  per 
centum  of  the  June  15,  1957  parity  price 
of  rice  as  required  by  section  356  (a)  of 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended,  and  to  correct  typographical 
errors. 

Since  the  purposes  of  these  amend¬ 
ments  are  to  announce  the  penalty  in 
cents  per  pound  calculated  in  accordance 
with  a  mathematical  formula  prescribed 
by  statute,  and  to  correct  typographical 
errors,  it  is  hereby  found  and  determined 
that  compliance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  with 
respect  to  notice,  public  procedure 
thereon,  and  effective  date,  is  unneces¬ 
sary,  and  the  amendments  herein  shall 
become  effective  upon  the  date  of  their 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  regulations  pertaining  to  farm 
marketing  quotas  for  the  1957  crop  of 
rice  are  hereby  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  730.876  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

I  730.876  Rate  of  penalty.  The  rate 
of  penalty  applicable  to  1957  crop  rice 
shall  be  2.88  cents  per  pound,  which  is 
50  per  centum  of  the  parity  price  per 
pound  of  rice  as  of  June  15,  1957,  which 
is  determined  to  be  5.77  cents  per  pound. 

2.  Section  730.884  (b)  is  amended  by 
changing  in  the  fourth  sentence 
“§  730.883  (g)”  to  “5  730.884  (g)”. 

3.  Section  730.892  is  amended  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  in  the  second  sentence  the  words 
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•“price  of  consideration”  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  the  words  “price  or  consid¬ 
eration”. 

(Sec.  375,  52  Stat.  66;  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
1375.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  356,  52  Stat. 
62,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C.  1356) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  25th 
day  of  July  1957.  Witness  my  hand  and 
seal  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture 

[seal]  E.  L.  Peterson, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-6199;  Piled,  July  29,  1957; 
8:50  a.  m.J 


Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 

Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 

Orders),  Department  of  Agriculture 

(Lemon  Reg.  696,  Arndt.  1] 

Part  953 — Lemons  Grown  in  California 
and  Arizona 

LIMITATION  OF  HANDLING 

Findings.  1.  Pursuant  to  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  53,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
953),  regulating  the  handling  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601  et 
seq.;  68  Stat.  906,  1047),  and  upon  the 
basis  of  the  recommendation  and  infor¬ 
mation  submitted  by  the  Lemon  Admin¬ 
istrative  Committee,  established  under 
the  said  amended  marketing  agreement 
and  order,  and  upon  other  available  in¬ 
formation,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the 
limitation  of  handling  of  such  lemons 
as  hereinafter  provided  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

2.  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
amendment  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (60 
Stat.  237;  5  U.  S.  C.  1001  et  seq.)  because 
the  time  intervening  between  the  date 
when  information  upon  which  this 
amendment  is  based  became  available 
and  the  time  when  this  amendment 
must  become  effective  in  order  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended,  is  insufficient,  and  this 
amendment  relieves  restriction  on  the 
handling  of  lemons  grown  in  California 
and  Arizona. 

Order,  as  amended.  The  provisions  in 
paragraph  (b)  (1)  (ii)  of  §  953.803 

(Lemon  Regulation  696,  22  F.  R.  5789) 
are  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

(ii)  District  2;  372,000  cartons. 

(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
608c) 

Dated:  July  25,  1957. 

[seal]  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Service. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-6191;  Piled,  July  29,  1957; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


TITLE  14— CIVIL  AVIATION 

Chapter  I — Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

Swbchapter  A— •Civil  Air  Regulation* 

(Supp.  1] 

Part  48 — Operation  or  Moored 
Balloons  and  Large  Kites 

policies  and  interpretations 

The  purpose  of  this  supplement  is  to 
promulgate  the  policies  and  interpreta¬ 
tions  of  the  Administrator  concerning 

(1)  the  operation  of  a  gyro-glider  as  a 
large  kite  within  the  purview  of  Part 
48  of  this  title,  and  (2)  the  conditions 
and  procedures  for  operating  moored 
balloons  and  kites,  including  gyro- 
gliders,  under  the  terms  of  a  permit 
issued  by  the  CAA  for  such  operations. 

The  following  policies  and  interpre¬ 
tations  are  hereby  adopted: 

48.1-1  Operation  of  a  gyro-glider  as  a  large 
kite  (CAA  Interpretations  which 
apply  to  §  48.1). 

48.3- 1  Conditions  for  Issuance  of  a  permit 

(CAA  policies  which  apply  to 
§  48.3). 

48.3- 2  Operation  closer  than  500  feet  to  the 

base  of  any  cloud  (CAA  policies 
which  apply  to  §48.3  (a)). 

48.3- 3  Operation  during  the  hours  of  dark¬ 

ness  (CAA  policies  which  apply  to 
§48.3  (b)). 

48.3- 4  Operation  when  the  ground  visibility 

is  less  than  three  miles  (CAA  poli¬ 
cies  which  apply  to  §  48.3  (c) ) . 

48.3- 5  Operation  at  altitudes  more  than 

500  feet  above  the  surface  (CAA 
policies  which  apply  to  §  48.3  (d) ) . 

48.3- 6  Operating  within  five  miles  of  the 

boundary  of  an  airport  (CAA  poli¬ 
cies  which  apply  to  §48.3  (e)). 

48.4- 1  'Form  and  content  of  notice  (CAA 

policies  which  apply  to  §  48.4). 

48.4- 2  Action  on  notice  (CAA  policies  which 

apply  to  §  48.4) . 

48.5- 1  Acceptable  rapid  deflation  device 

(CAA  policies  which  apply  to 
§  48.5). 

Authority  :  §§  48.1-1  to  48.5-1  issued  under 
sec.  205,  52  Stat.  984,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C. 
425.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  601,  52  Stat. 
1007,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C.  551. 

§  48.1-1  Operation  of  a  gyro- glider  as 
a  large  kite  ( CAA  interpretations  which 
apply  to  §48.1).  As  used  in  this  part 
the  term  “kite”  includes  a  gyro-glider 
operated  by  means  of  a  towline  attached 
to  a  vehicle  on  the  surface.  Such  a 
device,  therefore,  must  be  operated  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this 
part.  (Where  the  gyro-glider  is  operated 
in  free  flight,  it  is  considered  to  be  an  air¬ 
craft  and  ifiust  be  certificated  and  op¬ 
erated  in  accordance  with  the  applicable 
regulations  for  such  aircraft.) 

§  48.3-1  Conditions  for  issuance  of  a 
permit  (.CAA  policies  which  apply  to 
§48.3).  The  procedure  established  for 
obtaining  a  permit  for  operation  under 
this  section  is  as  follows: 

(a)  Application.  Application  for  a 
permit  will  be  made  on  Form  ACA-400.1 


*  Copies  of  this  form  may  be  obtained  from 
the  local  district  office  and  should  be  filled 
out  in  ink  or  typed.  See  Appendix  D  for  a 
list  of  these  offices.  A  sample  application 
for  each  type  of  operation  is  shown  in  Ap¬ 
pendices  A,  B,  and  C.  Appendices  A,  B,  C, 
and  D  are  not  filed  with  the  Federal  Register 
Division. 


<b)  Inspection.  When  the  application 
forms  are  submitted  to  the  local  inspec¬ 
tor,  the  applicant  should  make  arrange¬ 
ments  with  the  inspector  for  inspection 
of  the  balloon  or  kite.  At  such  time  as 
a  balloon  or  kite  is  presented  for  inspec¬ 
tion,  the  applicant  will  also  be  required 
to  present  for  inspection  the  following 
suitable  items  of  equipment  which  are  to 
be  used  in  the  operation  of  the  balloon  or 
kite: 

(1)  A  rope,  cable,  or  other  mooring 
device. 

(2)  A  mechanism  for  raising  or  low¬ 
ering  the  kite  or  balloon. 

(3)  When  required  by  §  48.5,  a  device 
or  means  of  rapid  deflation. 

(c)  Permit  issued.  When  the  applica¬ 
tion  has  been  approved,  the  applicant 
will  receive  a  permit.  Form  ACA-663. 
This  permit  will  list  the  operations  ap¬ 
proved,  and  will  incorporate  the  special 
provisions  and  limitations  applicable  to 
the  type  of  operation,*  as  well  as  any 
other  conditions  which  the  inspector 
deems  necessary  for  reasons  of  safety. 

(d)  Duration.  The  permit  will  con¬ 
tain  an  expiration  date  which  will  allow 
ample  time  to  complete  the  operation. 
However,  such  expiration  date  will  not 
exceed  one  year  from  the  effective  date 
of  the  permit.  It  may  be  surrendered  by 
the  holder  or  cancelled  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  at  any  time. 

(e)  Transfer  of  permit.  A  permit  is 
not  transferable.  A  person  desiring  to 
take  over  the  operations  authorized  a 
holder  of  a  current  permit  must  submit 
a  new  application,  which  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  in  the  same  manner  as  an  original 
issuance. 

(f)  Special  provisions.  The  permit 
will  contain  such  special  provisions  or 
conditions  as  the  approving  inspector 
may  deem  necessary  in  the  interest  of 
safety  or  appropriate  to  good  operating 
practices.  ' 

§  48.3-2  Operation  closer  than  500 
feet  to  the  base  of  any  cloud  (CAA  poli¬ 
cies  which  apply  to  §  48.3  (a) ) .  Permit 
for  operation  of  a  moored  balloon  or  kite 
under  this  section  will  be  granted  by  the 
Administrator,  subject  to  the  following 
conditions: 

(a)  The  operation  will  be  conducted 
only  during  the  period  specified  in  the 
permit. 

(b)  The  operation  will  not  jeopardize 
the  safety  of  aircraft  taking  off,  landing, 
letting  down  through  the  clouds,  or  op¬ 
erating  en  route;  and 

(c)  The  mooring  cable  for  the  balloon 
or  kite  is  clearly  marked  at  intervals 
with  colored  pennants  or  streamers  vis¬ 
ible  for  at  least  one  mile;  except  that  a 
towed  kite,  generally  referred  to  as  a 
gyro-glider,  need  not  have  the  towing- 
mooring  cable  marked  at  intervals  with 
colored  pennants  or  streamers  unless  in 
the  opinion  of  the  inspector  such  mark¬ 
ing  is  necessary  for  reasons  of  safety  to 
aerial  navigation: 

§  48.3-3  Operation  during  the  hours 
of  darkness  (CAA  policies  which  apply 
to  §  48.3  (b) ) .  Permit  for  operation  of  a 
moored  balloon  or  kite  under  this  sec¬ 
tion  will  be  granted  by  the  Administra- 


*  See  §§  48.3-2  through  48.3-6  for  these  spe¬ 
cial  provisions  and  conditions. 
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tor  for  operation  without  obstruction  or 
hazard  lighting,  subject  to  the  following 
conditions: 

(a)  The  balloon  or  kite  is  operated  in 
the  congested  area  of  any  city  or  town  at 
an  altitude  at  which  it  is  shielded  by  ad¬ 
jacent  structures  or  buildings,  so  that  it 
will  not  create  an  additional  hazard  to 
aircraft,  or 

(b)  The  operating  location  is  such 
that  any  structure  of  the  same  height 
in  the  immediately  adjacent  area  would 
not  be  considered  an  obstruction  to  air 
navigation  as  provided  in  TSO-N18,3  or 

(c)  The  advertising  displays  or  other 
similar  forms  of  lighting  on  the  balloon 
or  kite  afford  a  warning  equivalent  to 
that  required  for  towers,  poles,  and 
similar  obstructions.4 

(d)  When  operation  of  the  balloon  or 
kite  cannot  be  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graphs  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  this  section, 
a  permit  may  be  granted,  subject  to  the 
following  conditions: 

(1)  The  balloon  or  kite  is  equipped 
with  at  least  two  100-watt  lamps  en¬ 
closed  in  aviation  red  fresnal  or  pris¬ 
matic  obstruction  light  globes,  and 
installed  in  such  manner  as  to  insure 
their  visibility  to  an  aircraft  approaching 
from  any  angle;  except  that  a  towed  kite, 
generally  referred  to  as  a  gyro-glider, 
may  be  equipped  with  position  lights 
normally  required  for  rotorcraft  at  night 
when,  in  the  opinion  of  the  inspector, 
such  lighting  will  provide  safety  to  aerial 
navigation. 

(2)  The  mooring, cable  for  the  balloon 
or  kite  is  clearly  marked  at  intervals  with 
red  hazard  lights,  visible  in  all  directions. 
Spacing  of  lights  should  be  such  that  the 
location  of  the  cable  is  clearly  defined; 
except  that  the  towing-mooring  cable  of 
a  towed  kite,  generally  referred  to  as  a 
gyro-glider,  need  not  be  marked  with 
hazard  lights  when,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
inspector,  such  lighting  is  not  necessary 
for  reasons  of  safety  to  aerial  navigation. 

§  48.3-4  Operation  when  the  ground 
visibility  is  less  than  three  miles  ( CAA 
policies  which  apply  to  §  48.3  (c) ) .  A 
permit  for  the  operation  of  a  moored  bal¬ 
loon  or  kite  under  this  section  will  be 
granted  'only  under  the  following  con¬ 
ditions: 

(a)  The  balloon  or  kite  is  operated  in 
the  congested  area  of  a  city  or  town  at 
an  altitude  at  which  it  will  be  shielded 
by  adjacent  structures  or  buildings  so 
that  it  will  not  create  a  hazard  to  air¬ 
craft,  or 

(b)  The  operating  location  is  such 
that  any  other  obstruction  of  the  same 
height  would  not  be  considered  an  ob¬ 
struction  to  air  navigation  as  provided 
in  XSO-N18. 

§  48.3-5  Operation  at  altitudes  more 
than  500  feet  above  the  surface  ( CAA 
policies  which  apply  to  §  48.3  (rf) ) .  A 


3  TSO-N18,  entitled  “Criteria  for  Determin¬ 
ing  Obstructions  to  Air  Navigation,”  may  be 
obtained,  without  charge,  from  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Administration,  Publications  Unit, 
Washington  25,  D.  C. 

4  This  information  is  included  in  CAA’s 
"Obstruction  Marking  Manual,”  available 
from  the  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
Government  Printing  Office,  Washington  25, 
D.  C.,  price  30  cents. 


permit  will  be  granted  for  operation  of 
a  moored  balloon  or  kite,  subject  to  the 
following  conditions: 

(a)  The  mooring  cable  for  the  balloop 
or  kite  is  clearly  marked  at  intervals 
with  colored  pennants  or  streamers  visi¬ 
ble  for  at  least  one  mile;  except  that  a 
towed  kite,  generally  referred  to  as  a 
gyro-glider,  need  not  have  the  towing- 
mooring  cable  marked  at  intervals  with 
colored  pennants  or  streamers  unless,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  inspector,  such  mark¬ 
ing  is  necessary  for  reasons  of  safety  to 
aerial  navigation. 

(b)  The  location  of  the  operation  will 
not  be  considered  an  obstruction  to  air¬ 
craft  operating  on  a  civil  airway,  or  ap¬ 
proaching  or  departing  from  an  airport, 
as  provided  in  TSO-N18. 

§  48.3-6  Operating  within  five  miles 
of  the  boundary  of  an  airport  (.CAA  pol¬ 
icies  which  apply  to  §  48.3  ( e )).  (a)  A 
permit  to  operate  a  moored  balloon  or 
kite  other  than  a  gyro -glider  will  be 
granted  under  this  section,  subject  to 
the  following  conditions : 

(1)  The  operation  is  not  conducted 
within  the  approach  area  of  any  runway.. 

(2)  The  operation  will  not  interfere 
with,  or  produce  an  obstruction  to  air¬ 
craft  in  the  traffic  pattern. 

(3)  The  mooring  cable  of  the  balloon 
or  kite  is  clearly  marked  at  intervals 
with  colored  pennants  or  streamers  visi¬ 
ble  for  at  least  one  mile. 

(4)  The  balloon  or  kite  will  not  be 
operated  closer  than  500  feet  below  the 
ceiling. 

(5)  The  operation  will  not  be  con¬ 
ducted  when  the  visibility  is  less  than 
three,  miles,  or  at  night. 

(b)  A  permit  to  operate  a  towed  kite, 
generally  referred  to  as  a  gyro-glider, 
will  be  granted  under  this  section  for 
operation  on  or  within  five  miles  of  am 
airport,  subject  to  such  conditions  as  the 
inspector  deems  necessary  for  safety  to 
aerial  navigation. 

§  48.4-1  Form  and  content  of  notice 
(CAA  policies  which  apply  to  §  48.4) .  No 
particular  form  has  been  developed  for 
use  in  giving  notice  of  intent  to  operate 
a  moored  balloon,  kite,  or  gyro-glider 
under  the  provisions  of  §  48.4.  Such  no¬ 
tice  may  be  in  letter  form,  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  district  office  for  the 
area  in  which  the  operations  are  to  be 
conducted. 

§  48.4-2  Action  on  notice  (CAA  poli¬ 
cies  which  apply  to  §  48.4) .  Prior  to  the 
expiration  of  the  30-day  notice,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  will  be  notified  by  the  local  dis¬ 
trict  office  to  which  notice  has  been  given 
as  to  whether  or  not  his  proposed  opera¬ 
tion  comes  within  the  provisions  of 
§  48.4. 

§  48.5-1  Acceptable  rapid  deflation 
device  (CAA  policies  which  apply  to 
§  48.5) .  The  device  or  means  of  auto¬ 
matic  rapid  deflation  should : 

(a)  Be  a  device  or  method  that  has 
been  expressly  produced  by  a  manufac¬ 
turer  for  this  purpose,  and  has  demon¬ 
strated  its  reliability  through  previous 
use,  or 

(b)  Be  a  device  or  method  deemed  by 
the  inspector  as  adequate.  In  this  con- 


5979 

nection,  an  inspector  may  require  a  dem¬ 
onstration  of  the  device  or  method. 

This  supplement  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  August  1, 1957. 

[seal]  James  T.  Pyle, 

Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics. 

July  24, 1957. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-6188;  Filed,  July  29,  1957; 
8:48  a.  m.] 


Chapter  II — Civil  Aeronautics  Admin¬ 
istration,  Department  of  Commerce 

[Amdt.  202] 

Part  608 — Restricted  Areas 

ALTERATIONS 

The  restricted  area  alterations  appear¬ 
ing  hereinafter  have  been  coordinated 
with  the  civil  operators  involved,  the 
Army,  the  Navy  and  the  Air  Force, 
through  the  Air  Coordinating  Commit¬ 
tee,  Airspace  Panel,  and  are  adopted  to 
become  effective  when  indicated  in  order 
to  promote  safety  of  the  flying  public. 
Since  a  military  function  of  the  United 
States  is  involved,  compliance  with  the 
notice,  procedure  and  effective  date,  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  4  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  is  not  required. 

Part  608  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  .Section  608.14,  the  El  Toro,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  area  (R-293  formerly  D-293), 
amended  October  31,  1951,  in  16  F.  R. 
•11066,  is  rescinded. 

2.  Section  608.14,  the  San  Diego,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  area  (R-297  formerly  D-297), 
amended  October  31,  1951,  in  16  F.  R. 
11066,  is  rescinded. 

3.  Section  608.52,  the  Wendover,  Utah, 
area  (R^258) ,  amended  October  20,  1955, 
in  20  F.  R.  7902,  is  further  amended  by 
changing  the  “Controlling  Agency”  col¬ 
umn  to  read:  “Commander,  Wendover 
Air  Force  Base,  Utah”. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
0001  e.  s.  t.,  August  29,  1957. 

(Sec.  205,  52  Stat.  984,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C. 
425.  Interpret  or  apply  Sec.  601,  52  Stat. 
1007,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C.  551) 

[seal]  James  T.  Pyle, 

Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics. 

July  24, 1957. 

[P.  R.,  Doc.  57-6189;  Filed,  July  29.  1957; 
8:48  a.  m.J 


TITLE  43— -PUBLIC  LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 
Appendix — Public  Land  Orders 

[Public  Land  Order  1448] 

[Utah  017071] 

Utah 

EXTENDING  THE  BOUNDARIES  OF  UINTA 
NATIONAL  FOREST 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
President  by  section  24  of  the  act  of 
March  3,  1891  (26  Stat.  1103;  16  U.  S.  C. 
471),  and  section  1  of  the  act  of  June  4, 
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1897  (30  Stat.  34, 36;  16  U.  S.  C.  473) .  and 
pursuant  to  Executive  Order  No'.  10355 
of  May  26,  1952,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

The  boundaries  of  the  Uinta  National 
Forest  are  hereby  extended  to  include  the 
following-described  public  lands  in  Utah, 
and,  subject  to  valid  existing  rights  and 
the  provisions  of  existing  withdrawals, 
the  lands  are  hereby  made  a  part  of  the 
said  national  forest  and  hereafter  shall 
be  subject  to  all  laws  and  regulations  ap¬ 
plicable  thereto: 

Salt  Lake  Meridian 


T.  9  S.,  R.  2  E., 

Sec.  31,Si4S V2SE Vi- 
T.  10  S..  R.  2  E.. 

Sec.  6,  lots  5,  6,  7.  8.  9,  10.  SEV4NEV4,  SEVi 
NW Vi,  and  E>/2SE>/4; 

Sec.  7.  lots  5.  6.  7,  8,  9,  JO.  EftN*K,  and 
NE1/4SE1/4; 

Sec.  18. 


The  areas  described  aggregate  1,450.33 
acres. 


Roger  Ernst, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 


July  24, 1957. 


JP.  R.  Doc.  57-6171;  Piled.  July  29,  1957; 
1  8:46  a.  m.] 

« 


t 

Chapter  II — Bureau  of  Reclamation, 
Department  of  the  Interior 

Part  408 — Sale  and  Distribution  of 
Alcoholic  Beverages  in  Boulder  City, 
Nevada 

A  new  part  is  added  to  Title  43,  Chap¬ 
ter  n,  reading,  as  follows: 

Sec. 

408.1  Definition. 

408.2  Limitation  on  sales. 

408.3  Beer  licenses. 

408.4  Duration  of  license. 

408.5  Schedule  of  charges. 

408.6  Prohibition  against  dispensing  of 

beer  by  persons  under  21. 

408.7  Prohibition  against  sales  and  ejec¬ 

tion  from  licensed  establishments. 

408.8  Hours  of  sale. 

408.9  Cancellation  of  licenses. 

408.10  Cancellation  of  leases  or  business 

permits. 

Authority:  IS  408.1  to  408.10  Issued  un¬ 
der  sec.  1,  54  Stat.  437,  43  U.  S.  C  617u. 

§  408.1  Definition.  The  term  “beer” 
as  used  in  this  part  shall  mean  beer  as 
defined  by  the  statutes  of  Nevada  as  they 
exist  on  July  15,  1957,  or  as  they  are 
thereafter  amended. 

§  408.2  Limitation  on  sales.  No  al¬ 
coholic  beverage  of  any  kind,  except  beer, 
shall  be  sold  in  Boulder  City,  Nevada,  and 
such  sales  may  only  be  made  by  the 
holder  of  a  beer  license. 

§  408.3  Beer  licenses.  Only  the  holder 
of  a  business  permit  shall  be  eligible  to 
receive  a  license  to  sell  beer,  which  must 
be  obtained  at  the  Boulder  City  Munici¬ 
pal  Office.  The  number  of  such  licenses 
outstanding  at  any  time  will  be  limited 
to  such  number  as  the  City  Manager  de¬ 
termines  satisfactorily  meets  the  needs 
of  the  community. 

5  408.4  Duration  of  license.  Each  li¬ 
cense  for  the  sale  of  beer,  hereafter  is¬ 
sued,  shall  be  issued  for  a  calendar  year, 
or  the  remainder  of  that  calendar  year 
in  which  issued,  payable  in  advance.  A 


license  issued  on  January  1  and  prior  to 
April  1  shall  pay  the  full  annual  charge; 
a  license  issued  on  April  1  and  prior  to 
July  1  shall  pay  three-quarters  (%)  of 
the  annual  charge;  a  license  issued  on 
July  1  and  prior  to  October  1  shall  pay 
one-half  (V2)  of  the  annual  charge;  a 
license  issued  on  October  1  and  prior  to 
January  1  shall  pay  one-quarter  (%)  of 
the  annual  charge.  Failure  for  a  period 
of  ten  (10)  days  after  the  due  date  to 
make  the  required  payment  shall  auto¬ 
matically  result  in  cancellation  of  the 
license.  No  license  shall  be  issued  there¬ 
after  in  that  year  to  the  offending 
licensee. 

§  408.5  Schedule  of  char  g  e  s.  The 
schedule  of  charges  for  licenses  to  sell 
beer  issued  hereafter  shall  be: 


Retail  sale  at  a  bar,  for  consumption 

on  the  premises  or  elsewhere _ $100.  00 

Retail  sale  in  a  restaurant  for  con¬ 
sumption  therein  or  elsewhere _  100.  00 

Wholesale,  from  storage  in  Boulder 

City .  100.  00 

Retail  sale  for  consumption  off  the 

premises _ - _ 80.  00 


§  408.6  Prohibition  against  dispensing 
of  beer  by  persons  under  21.  No  person 
under  the  age  of  21  shall  sell  or  handle 
beer  in  any  manner  for  any  licensee. 

§  408.7  Prohibition  against  sales  and 
ejection  from  licensed  establishments. 
No  intoxicated  person,  nor  person  who 
appears  to  be  intoxicated,  shall  be  served 
with  beer.  No  person  under  the  age  of 
21  shall  be  served  with  beer  or  allowed 
to  drink  beer  on  the  premises.  All  noisy 


and  disorderly  persons  shall  be  promptly 
ejected  from  establishments  licensed  un¬ 
der  the  regulations  in  this  part  for  the 
sale  of  beer. 

§  408.8  Hours  of  sale.  If,  for  any  rea¬ 
son,  conditions  warrant,  the  City  Man¬ 
ager  may  establish  hours  during  which 
beer  may  be  sold. 

§  408.9  Cancellation  of  licenses.  Any 
outstanding  license  shall  be  subject  to 
cancellation  at  any  time  for  violation  of 
the  regulations  in  this  part  by  the  duly 
authorized  agent  of  the  Government  and 
the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  will  refuse 
to  grant  or  renew  a  license  to  any  person, 
firm,  or  corporation  who,  as  the  holder  of 
a  license,  has  failed  to  comply  with  the 
regulations  in  this  part. 

§  408.10  Cancellation  of  leases  or  busi¬ 
ness  permits.  The  business  permit 
and/or  lease  held  by  any  person,  firm  or 
corporation  selling  beer  without  a  license 
in  violation  of  the  regulations  in  this 
part  shall  be  subject  to  cancellation  at 
any  time  by  the  duly  authorized  agent  of 
the  Government. 

These  regulations  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  on  July  15,  1957,  and  supersede  City 
Order  No.  22,  Regulations  to  Govern  the 
Sale  and  Distribution  of  Beer  in  Boulder 
City,  Nevada,  approved  October  4,  1939.1 

Hatfield  Chilson, 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

July  24,  1957. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-6170;  Filed,  July  29,  1957; 

8:45  a.  m.] 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  52  ] 

United  States  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Frozen  Raw  Breaded  Shrimp 

additional  time  for  filing  data,  views, 
or  arguments 

Proposed  United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Frozen  Raw  Breaded  Shrimp 
were  set  forth  in  the  notice  which  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
May  18,  1957  (22  F.  R.  3484) . 

In  consideration  of  comments  and  sug¬ 
gestions  received  indicating  the  need  for 
further  study  of  the  proposal  by  indus¬ 
try,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  an  addi¬ 
tional  period  of  time  until  October  16, 
1957,  within  which  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  may  be  submitted  by  inter¬ 
ested  parties  for  consideration  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  aforesaid  proposed  United 
States  Standards  for  Grades  of  Frozen 
Raw  Breaded  Shrimp. 

Dated:  July  25, 1957. 

[seal]  Frank  E.  Blood, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Marketing  Services. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-6194;  Filed,  July  29,  1957; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


[  7  CFR  Part  993  1 

Handling  of  Dried  Prunes  Produced  in 
California 

establishment  of  salable  and  surplus 

PERCENTAGES  FOR  DRIED  PRUNES  FOR  19 ST- 

58  CROP  YEAR 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  is  considering  a  proposed  rule  to 
establish  a  salable  percentage  of  90  per¬ 
cent  and  a  surplus  percentage  of  10  per¬ 
cent  for  California  dried  prunes  during 
the  1957-58  crop  year.  Said  crop  year 
will  begin  on  August  1,  1957  and  end  on 
July  31,  1958.  The  proposed  rule,  which 
is  based  upon  the  recommendation  of 
the  Prune  Administrative  Committee 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  “commit¬ 
tee”)  and  other  information  available 
to  the  Secretary,  would  be  established 
in  accordance  with  the  applicable  provi¬ 
sions  of  Marketing  Agreement  No.  110, 
as  amended,  and  Order  No.  93,  as 
amended  (7  CFR  Part  993),  regulating 
the  handling  of  jdried  prunes  produced  in 
California.  Said  marketing  program,  as 
amended,  is  made  effective  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.  S.  C.,  601  et  seq.). 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  any  data, 
views,  or  arguments  pertaining  thereto 


1  Not  published  In  the  Federal  Register. 
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Tuesday ,  July  30,  1957 

which  are  filed  in  triplicate  with  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.  C.,  and  received  not  later 
than  the  close  of  business  on  the  seventh 
day  after  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  In  the 
event  the  seventh  day  after  publication 
should  fall  on  a  legal  holiday,  Saturday, 
or  Sunday,  such  submissions  must  be 
received  by  the  Director  not  later  than 
the  close  of  business  on  the  next  follow¬ 
ing  business  day. 

The  proposed  percentages  are  based 
on  the  following  estimates  (in  terms  of 
natural  condition  weight  of  dried 
prunes)  for  the  1957-58  crop  year:  (1) 
A  carryin  of  44,800  tons  on  August  1, 
1957;  (2)  a  1957  production  of  171,000 
tons;  (3)  a  total  supply  of  215,800  tons 
(item  1  plus  item  2) ;  (4)  disappearance 
in  regular  commercial  trade  channels  of 


173,900  tons  (122,700  tons  for  United 
States  and  Canadian  markets  and  51,200 
tons  for  export  markets) ;  (5)  a  carry¬ 
out  of  24,800  tons  on  July  31,  1958;  (6) 
a  surplus  tonnage  of  17,100  tons  (item 
3  less  the  sum  of  items  4  and  5) ;  and 
(7)  a  salable  tonnage  of  153,900  tons 
(item  2  less  item  6). 

A  salable  tonnage  of  153,900  tons  to¬ 
gether  with  the  estimated  carryin  of 
44,800  tons  would  provide  173,900  tons 
to  meet  the  committee’s  estimate  of  dis¬ 
appearance  in  regular  commercial  trade 
channels  and  leave  a  carryout  of  24,800 
tons  on  July  31, 1958.  A  carryout  of  this 
quantity  of  dried  prunes  is  not  consid¬ 
ered  excessive  in  view  of  trade  require¬ 
ments  existing  in  recent  seasons  for 
prunes  early  in  a  crop  year  prior  to  the 
time  new  crop  is  available  for  marketing 
in  volume. 

It  appears  from  data  presently  avail¬ 
able  that  the  estimated  season  average 


price  to  producers  for  dried  prunes  of 
the  1957  crop  will  not  exceed  the  price 
level  specified  in  section  2  (1)  of  the 
aforesaid  act. 

The  proposed  rule  is  as  follows: 

§  993.205  Dried  prune  salable  and  sur¬ 
plus  tonnage  percentages  for  the  1957-58 
crop  year.  The  salable  percentage  for 
dried  prunes  produced  in  California  shall 
be  90  percent  for  the  crop  year  beginning 
August  1,  1957,  and  ending  July  31,  1958, 
and  the  surplus  percentage  for  such 
dried  prunes  shall  be  10  percent  for  said 
crop  year. 

Dated:  July  24,  1957. 

[seal]  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director, 

.  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-6193;  Piled,  July  29,  1957; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

Cattle  Sanitary  Board  op  New  Mexico 

authorization  for  inspection  op 
livestock 

The  Cattle  Sanitary  Board  of  New 
Mexico,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
section  317  of  the  Packers  and  Stock- 
yards  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 
217a),.  has  filed  a  written  application 
with  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  for 
authority  to  act  as  an  official  livestock 
inspection  agency  with  respect  to  live¬ 
stock  originating  in  or  shipped  from  the 
State  of  New  Mexico.  It  is  found  that 
the  applicant  is  an  agency  of  the  State 
of  New  Mexico,  that  branding  and  mark¬ 
ing  of  livestock  as  a  means  of  establish¬ 
ing  ownership  prevails  by  custom  or 
statute  in  said  State,  that  no  other  ap¬ 
plication  of  a  similar  nature  has  been 
filed  with  the  Department  of  Agriculture, 
and  that  it  is  necessary  to  authorize  the 
Cattle  Sanitary  Board  of  New  Mexico 
to  charge  and  collect  a  reasonable  and 
nondiscriminatory  fee  at  posted  stock- 
yards  which  are  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  the  act  for  the  inspection  of  brands, 
marks,  and  other  identifying  character¬ 
istics  of  livestock  originating  in  or 
shipped  from  the  State  of  New  Mexico 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  the 
ownership  of  such  livestock. 

Therefore,  after  consideration  of  such 
application  and  all  data,  views  and  argu¬ 
ments  submitted  as  a  result  of  the  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  in  connection 
therewith  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  May  30, 1957  (22  F  R.  3821) , 
and  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
317  of  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act, 
1921,  as  amended,  the  following  authori¬ 
zation  is  granted  to  become  effective  30 
days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register: 

Authorization.  The  Cattle  Sanitary 
Board  of  New  Mexico  is  hereby  author¬ 


ized,  with  respect  to  livestock  originat¬ 
ing  in  or  shipped  from  the  State  of  New 
Mexico,  to  charge  and  collect,  at  those 
stockyards  posted  under  the  Packers  and 
Stockyards  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (7 
U.  S.  C.  181  et  seq.),  at  which  the  said 
Cattle  Sanitary  Board  of  New  Mexico 
may  register  as  a  market  agency  to  per¬ 
form  such  inspection,  reasonable  and 
non-discriminatory  fees  for.  the  inspec¬ 
tion  of  brands,  marks  and  other  identi¬ 
fying  characteristics  of  livestock  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  the  ownership 
of  such  livestock.  "Such  charges  as  are 
authorized  to  be  made  under  this  au¬ 
thority  shall  be  collected  by  the  market 
agency  or  person  receiving  and  disburs¬ 
ing  the  funds  received  from  the  sale  of 
livestock  with  respect  to  the  inspection 
of  which  such  charge  is  made,  and  shall 
be  paid  by  it  to  the  said  Cattle  Sanitary 
Board  of  New  Mexico.  Such  inspection 
charges  and  collection  of  fees  shall  be 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Packers 
and  Stockyards  Act,  1921,  as  amended, 
and  the  regulations  issued  thereunder. 

(7  U.  S.  C.  217a) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  24th 
day  of  July  1957. 

[seal!  Frank  E.  Blood, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-6168;  Piled,  July  29,  1957; 

8:45  a.  m.] 


Utah  Valley  Auction  C«. 

DEPOSTING  OF  STOCKYARD 

It  has  been  ascertained  that  the  Utah 
Valley  Auction  Company,  Springville, 
Utah,  originally  posted  on  January  27, 
1955,  as  being  subject  to  the  Packers  and 
Stockyards  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (7 
U.  S.  C.  181  et  seq.),  no  longer  comes 
within  the  definition  of  a  stockyard  un¬ 
der  said  act  for  the  reason  that  it  is  no 


longer  being  conducted  or  operated  as 
a  public  market.  Accordingly,  notice  is 
given  to  the  owner  thereof  and  to  the 
public  that  such  livestock  market  is  no 
longer  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the 
act. 

Notice  or  other  public  procedure  has 
not  preceded  promulgation  of  the  fore¬ 
going  rule  since  it  is  found  that  the 
giving  of  such  notice  would  prevent  the 
due  and  timely  administration  of  the 
Packers  and  Stockyards  Act  and  would, 
therefore,  be  impracticable  and  contrary 
to  the  public  interest.  There  is  no  legal 
warrant  or  justification  for  not  depost¬ 
ing  promptly  a  stockyard  which  no 
longer  is  within  the  definition  of  that 
term  contained  in  said  act. 

The  foregoing  is  in  the  nature  of  a  rule 
granting  an  exemption  or  relieving  a 
restriction  and,  therefore,  may  be  made 
effective  in  less  than  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register.  This 
notice  shall  become  effective  upon  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

(42  Stat.  159,  as  amended  and  supplemented; 
7  U.  S.  C.  181  et  seq. ) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  25th 
day  of  July  1957. 

[seal]  David  M.  Pettus, 

Director, 

Livestock  Division, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-6195;  Filed,  July  29.  1957; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


Clark  County  Livestock  Auction  et  al. 

POSTED  STOCKYARDS 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
the  Director,  Livestock  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  under  the 
Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  1921,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  181  et  seq.),  on  the 
respective  dates  specified  below,  it  was 
ascertained  that  the  livestock  markets 


NOTICES 


i  within  the  Inc.  and  Walter  Schick  were  present  and  mediate  consignee,  and  on  said  declara- 
ined  in  sec-  represented  by  counsel.  tion  he  further  certified  that  the  exporta- 

C.  202)  and  The  Compliance  Commissioner,  hav-  tion  was  under  GRO;  (b)  caused  to  be 
he  act,  and  lng  heard  and  considered  all ‘the  evi-  executed  and  obtained  a  bill  of  lading 
s  and  to  the  dence  submitted  in  support  of  the  naming  the  Belgian  firm  as  the  “notify" 

» stockyards  charges  and  all  the  evidence  and  argu-  party  and  stating  that  the  exportation 
(02.  ments  submitted  by  the  respondents  in  was  under  GRO;  and  (c)  prepared  and 

opposition  thereto,  has  transmited  to  issued  a  commercial  invoice  naming  the 
the  undersigned  Director,  Office  of  Ex-  Swiss  firm  as  the  customer. 
ite  of  posting  pQj-fc  Supply,  Bureau  of  Foreign  Com-  8.  The  said  lot  of  tin  plate  was  not 
June  21  1957  merce*  U.  S.  Department  of  Commerce,  being  purchased  by  the  Swiss  firm  named 
'  his  written  report,  including  findings  of  as  customer,  it  was  not  destined  for 
June  22, 1957  fact  and  findings  that  violations  have  Switzerland,  and  Schick  had  no  reason 
occurred,  and  his  recommendation  that  to  assume  or  believe  that  the  Swiss  firm 
June  29, 1967  the  respondents  be  denied  export  priv-  mentioned  by  him  as  consignee  was  the 
ileges  in  the  manner  and  in  accordance  true  consignee  or  that  the  ultimate  desti- 
June  28, 1957  with  qualifications  hereinafter  set  nation  was  Switzerland.  In  truth  and  in 
June  27  1957  forth>  together  with  which  report  he  fact,  he  knew  or  should  have  known  that 
’  has  transmitted  also  the  transcript  of  neither  statement  was  true  and  correct. 
June  26, 1957  testimony  at  the  hearing,  all  exhibits  9.  Thereafter,  and  prior  to  Schick’s 
submitted,  the  charging  letter,  and  making  three  additional  exportations  of 
June  26, 1957  answer.  tin  plate  from  the  United  States,  Treitel 

After  reviewing  and  considering  the  informed  Schick  that  this  tin  plate  was 
entire  record  of  this  case  and  the  Com-  to  go  to  Hungary  as  the  ultimate  desti- 
June  29, 1957  commissioner’s  Report  and  Rec-  nation. 

June  21  1957  ommendation,  I  hereby  make  the  follow-  10.  Schick  informed  Treitel  that  tin 
'  ing  findings  of  fact:  plate  was  not  permitted  to  be  exported 

1.  At  all  times  hereinafter  mentioned,  to  Hungary  under  general  license,  made 

Murwal,  Inc.  was  and  now  is  engaged  known  to  it  his  unwillingness  to  apply 

June  27, 1957  in  the  export  business  in  New  York  and  for  an  export  license,  and  refused  to 

during  all  said  times  Walter  Schick  was  make  said  exportations  disclosing  Hun- 

and  now  is  its  president,  a  director,  con-  gary  as  the  country  of  ultimate  destina- 

june  24  1957  trolling  stockholder  and,  for  all  practical  tion.  He  informed  Treitel  that  he  was 

’  purposes,  he  was  and  is  Murwal,  Inc.  willing  to  make  the  exportations  in  the 

(Wherever  hereafter  reference  is  made  same  manner  as  the  first  lot  was 

to  Schick  such  reference  will  include  as  exported. 

June  27, 1957  well  Murwal,  Inc.)  11.  Treitel  thereupon  agreed  that  the 

c  this  25th  2*  At  a11  times  hereinafter  mentioned,  exportations  be  handled  in  the  same 
u.,  in  s  E  Treitei  &  Co  Ltd  was  and  now  jg  en_  manner  as  the  first  lot  was  handled  ex- 

gaged  in  the  import  and  export  business  cept  that  it  authorized  Schick  to  make 
tus,  in  London,  England.  such  shipments  naming  Belgium  as  the 

sector,  3.  Heretofore,  on  or  about  the  16th  day  country  of  ultimate  destination  and  pro- 

Division,  of  March  1955,  following  previous  nego-  vided  him  with  the  name  of  another 

ig  Service.  tiations  and  some  purchases  of  tin  plate,  Belgian  firm  to  be  designated  as  ultimate 

ruiy  29,  1957;  Treitel  ordered  about  250,000  pounds  of  consignee. 

tin  plate  from  Schick  and,  at  the  same  12.  Both  Treitel  and  Schick  well  knew 
hat  a  total  of  300  tons  that  Belgium  was  not  the  country  of 
This  total  actually  was  ultimate  destination  and  that  the  named 

consignee  was  not  the  ultimate  consignee 
tie  time  that  Schick  but  they  resorted  to  the  use  of  said  desti- 

t  lot  of  tin  plate  so  nation  and  consignee  for  the  purpose  of 

si,  the  only  information  accomplishing  the  three  subsequent  ex- 

reitel  as  to  the  ultimate  portations  under  general  license  GRO 

le  ultimate  destination  and  thus  avoiding  application  to  the 

ider  discussion  was  that  Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce  for  vali- 

European  buyers.”  dated  license  or  licenses  authorizing  the 

nvolved  herein  tin  plate  exportations  to  Hungary.  (While  it  is 

nder  Bureau  of  Foreign  not  known  whether  the  applications 

ations,  to  be  shipped  would  have  been  granted,  statistics  in- 

icense,  GRO,  to  West  dicate  and  it  was  testified  by  Schick  that 

mees  and  destinations  applications  for  licenses  to  export  tin 

thereof  was  permitted  plate  to  Hungary  were  at  that  time  re- 

;pt  pursuant  to  a  vali-‘  ceiving  favorable  consideration  in  some 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce 

[Case  234] 

Murwal,  Inc.,  et  al. 

ORDER  REVOKING  EXPORT  LICENSES  AND 
DENYING  EXPORT  PRIVILEGES 

In  the  matter  Murwal,  Inc.,  Walter 
Schick,  17  State  Street,  New  York  4, 
New  York;  E.  Treitel  &  Co.,  Ltd.,  Dash- 
wood  House,  69,  Old  Broad  Street,  Lon¬ 
don  E.  C.  2,  England,  respondents;  Case 
No.  234. 

The  respondents,  Murwal,  Inc.,  Walter 
Schick,  and  E.  Treitel  &  Co.,  Ltd.,  having 
been  charged  by  the  Agent-in-Charge, 
Investigation  Staff,  Bureau  of  Foreign 
Commerce,  Department  of  Commerce, 
with  violations  of  the  Export  Control 
Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  and  regulations 
promulgated  thereunder;  and 

The  said  respondents  having  been  duly 
served  with  the  charging  letter,  Murwal, 
Inc.  and  Walter  Schick  having  appeared 
and  demanded  an  oral  hearing,  and  E. 
Treitel  &  Co.,  Ltd.,  having  appeared  and 
answered  herein; 

This  case  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
pliance  Commissioner,  who  held  a  hear¬ 
ing  at  which  the  respondents  Murwal, 
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Tuesday ,  July  30,  1957 

14.  Each  of  the  four  lots  of  tin  plate, 
after  arrival  at  Antwerp,  Belgium,  was 
diverted  and  transshipped  to  Hungary 
without  authority  from  or  permission  of 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce  as  was 
required  by  the  export  control  regula¬ 
tions. 

And,  from  the  foregoing,  the  follow¬ 
ing  are  my  conclusions: 

A.  The  respondents  Murwal,  Inc.  and 
Walter  Schick  did  knowingly  make  and 
cause  to  be  made  false  representations 
to,  and  they  concealed  material  facts 
from,  the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce 
and  the  Collector  of  Customs,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  preparation,  submission,  is¬ 
suance,  and  use  of  export  control  docu¬ 
ments  in  violation  of  §§  381.2  and  381.5 
of  the  Export  Regulations,  then  in  effect;  - 

B.  The  respondents  Murwal,  Inc., 
Walter  Schick,  and  E.  Treitel  &  Co.  Ltd. 
did  knowingly  export  or  cause  to  be  ex¬ 
ported  from  the  United  States  and  did 
thereafter  cause  to  be  diverted  and 
transshipped  to  unauthorized  persons 
and  destinations,  United  States  com¬ 
modities  contrary  to  the  terms,  provi¬ 
sions,  and  conditions  of  export  control 
documents  in  violation  of  §§  370.2  (a), 
371.4,  371.8,  and  381.6  of  the  Export  Reg¬ 
ulations,  then  in  effect; 

C.  The  respondents  Murwal,  Inc., 
Walter  Schick,  and  E.  Treitel  &  Co.  Ltd. 
caused  to  be  disposed  of,  transported, 
and  forwarded  exportations  from  the 
United  States,  knowing  that  with  respect 
to  such  exportations  violations  of  the 
Export  Control  Law  and  regulations  pro¬ 
mulgated  thereunder  were  about  to  and 
were  intended  to  occur,  in  violation  of 
§  381.4  of  the  Export  Regulations; 

D.  The  respondents  Murwal,  Inc., 
Walter  Schick,  and  E.  Treitel  &  Co.  Ltd. 
acted  in  concert  to  bring  about  violations 
of  the  Export  Regulations  in  violation  of 
§  381.3  of  the  said  regulations,  then  in 
effect. 

In  connection  with  his  recommenda¬ 
tion  that  the  remedial  action  hereinafter 
provided  be  taken,  the  Compliance  Com¬ 
missioner  said, 

I  am  finding  that  Schick,  which  includes 
his  firm,  Murwal,  Inc.,  acted  in  concert  with 
Treitel  to  export  and  have  exported  the  last 
three  lots  of  tin  plate  from  the  United  States 
under  general  license  GRO,  naming  falsely 
the  consignee  and  the  country  of  ultimate 
destination,  that  they  did  this  with  knowl¬ 
edge  that  Hungary  was  the  ultimate  destina¬ 
tion  and  that  transshipment  there  was  not 
permitted  under  U.  S.  export  control  regula¬ 
tions  unless  Department  of  Commerce  per¬ 
mission  was  granted  therefor,  and  that  Treitel 
thereafter  transshipped  said  tin  plate  to 
Hungary  without  such  permission.  (As  to 
Schick’s  causing  the  .transshipment  to  Hun¬ 
gary,  see  Malatkofski  v.  U.  S.,  179  F.  2d  905, 
916^)  I  am  finding  also  that,  with  respect 
to  the  first  shipment  which  also  was  trans¬ 
shipped  to  Hungary,  Schick  had  no  reason¬ 
able  ground  for  believing  that  Switzerland 
was  the  country  of  ultimate  destination  or 
that  the  consignee  named  by  him  was  the 
ultimate  consignee  and  that,  by  certifying 
on  the  documents  these  facts,  which  in  fact 
were  not  so,  he  thereby  made  false  state¬ 
ments  on  export  control  documents. 

In  my  opinion,  Treitel  was  never  the  prime 
actor  in  this  chain  of  events  and  that,  had 
Schick  not  been  willing  to  work  out  the 
scheme,  there  would  have  been  no  violation. 
For  this  reason,  I  recommend  that  Treitel 
be  denied  export  privileges  for  twelve  months 
but  that  this  entire  denial  of  export  privi- 
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leges  be  suspended  upon  condition  that, 
during  the  period  of  twelve  months  follow¬ 
ing  the  date  of  the  order,  it  complies  fully 
with  all  export  control  regulations,  all  as 
more  particularly  set  forth  in  the  proposed 
order  to  be  submitted  herewith. 

Effective  remedial  action  must  be  taken 
against  Schick  and  Murwal,  Inc.  Factors 
entering  into  my  recommendation  in  this 
connection  are  the  nonstrategic  nature  of 
the  goods,  the  large  financial  losses  which 
Murwal,  Inc.  will  incur  as  a  result  of  the 
action,  the  fact  that  all  papers  and  cor¬ 
respondence  were  produced  and  none  with¬ 
held,  the  fact  that  under  the  regulations 
in  effect  at  the  time  of  the  violations  vali¬ 
dated  export  licenses  might  have  been  is¬ 
sued  authorizing  the  direct  shipment  to 
Hungary,  the  relatively  small  profit  earned 
by  it  on  three  of  the  four  lots  shipped,  and 
possible  losses  of  bank  connections  and  mill 
privileges.  On  the  other  side,  there  was 
not  here  a  mere  failure  to  report  to  the 
Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce  the  possibility 
that  the  goods  might  be  transshipped  to 
Hungary,  an  element  serious  enough  stand¬ 
ing  alone,  but,  in  addition,  there  seems  to 
have  been  a  wilful  scheme  contrived  by 
Schick  to  circumvent  the  regulations  fol¬ 
lowing  a  warning  letter  sent  to  him  by 
reason  of  a  previous  infraction.  For  these 
reasons  and  upon  the  whole  record,  includ¬ 
ing  my  observations  of  Schick  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  and  my  opinion  of  the  testimony  given 
by  him,  it  is  my  recommendation  that  Schick 
and  Murwal,  Inc.  be  denied  export  privileges 
for  one  year,  of  which  four  months  shall 
be  effective  immediately  and  the  remaining 
eight  months  suspended,  conditioned  upon 
full  compliance  with  all  export  control  regu¬ 
lations  during  the  twelve  months  follow¬ 
ing  the  date  of  the  order,  all  as  more  par¬ 
ticularly  set  forth  in  the  proposed  order  to 
be  submitted  herewith. 

Now,  after  careful  consideration  of  the 
entire  record  and  being  of  the  opinion 
that  the  recommendation  of  the  Com¬ 
pliance  Commissioner  is  fair  and  just 
and  that  this  order  is  necessary  to 
achieve  effective  enforcement  of  the 
law:  It  is  hereby  ordered: 

I.  All  outstanding  validated  export 
licenses  in  which  Murwal,  Inc.  or  Walter 
Schick  appears  or  participates  as  pur¬ 
chaser,  intermediate  or  ultimate  con¬ 
signee,  or  otherwise,  are  hereby  revoked 
and  shall  be  returned  forthwith  to  the 
Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce  for 
cancellation. 

II.  Except  as  qualified  in  Part  IV,  Sub¬ 
divisions  (A)  and  (B)  thereof,  the  re¬ 
spondents,  Murwal,  Inc.,  Walter  Schick, 
and  E.  Treitel  &  Co.  Ltd.,  for  a  period 
of  one  year  from  the  date  hereof,  hereby 
are  denied  all  privileges  of  participating, 
directly  or  indirectly,  in  any  manner  or 
capacity,  in  an  exportation  of  any  com¬ 
modity  or  technical  data  from  the  United 
States  to  any  foreign  destination,  includ¬ 
ing  Canada,  whether  such  exportation 
has  heretofore  or  hereafter  been  com¬ 
pleted.  Without  limitation  of  the  gener¬ 
ality  of  the  foregoing  denials  of  export 
privileges,  participation  in  an  exporta¬ 
tion  is  deemed  to  include  and  prohibit 
participation  by  any  respondent,  directly 
or  indirectly,  in  any  manner  or  capacity, 
(a)  as  a  party  or  as  a  representative  of  a 
party  to  any  validated  export  license  ap¬ 
plication,  (b)  in  the  preparation  or  filing 
of  any  export  license  application  or 
document  to  be  submitted  therewith,  (c) 
in  the  obtaining  or  using  of  any  validated 
or  general  export  license  or  other  export 
control  documents,  (d)  in  the  receiving, 


ordering,  buying,  selling,  delivering,  ’ 
using,  or  disposing  in  any  foreign  coun¬ 
try  of  any  commodities  in  whole  or  in 
part  exported  or  to  be  exported  from  the 
United  States,  and  (e)  in  financing, 
forwarding,  transporting,  or  other  serv¬ 
icing  of  such  exports  from  the  United 
States. 

III.  Such  denials  of  export  privileges, 
to  the  extent  that  any  respondent  may 
be  affected  thereby,  shall  extend  not  only 
to  each  of  them,  but  also  to  any  person, 
firm,  corporation,  or  business  organiza¬ 
tion  with  which  any  of  them  may  be 
noW  or  hereafter  related  by  ownership, 
control,  position  of  responsibility,  or 
other  connection  in  the  conduct  of  trade 
in  which  may  be  involved  exports  from 
the  United  States  or  services  connected 
therewith. 

IV.  (A)  Murwal,  Inc.  and  Walter 
Schick,  without  further  order  of  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Foreign  Commerce,  shall  have 
their  export  privileges  restored  to  them 
conditionally,  four  months  following  the 
date  hereof,  the  condition  for  such  resto¬ 
ration  being  that  during  the  four  months 
following  the  date  hereof,  the  said  re¬ 
spondents  shall  comply  in  all  respects 
with  this  order,  and  thereafter,  until 
twelve  months  from  the  date  hereof,  they 
shall  comply  with  all  requirements  of 
the  Export  Control  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended,  and  all  regulations,  licenses, 
and  orders  issued  thereunder. 

(B)  Anything  in  Part  n  hereof  to  the 
contrary  notwithstanding,  the  effective¬ 
ness  of  this  order  denying  export  privi¬ 
leges  to  E.  Treitel  &  Co.  Ltd.  shall  be 
stayed  and  it  shall  not  be  operative  as 
to  it  upon  the  condition  that,  for  twelve 
months  following  the  date  hereof,  said 
respondent  and  parties  related  to  it  shall 
not  knowingly  violate  any  export  control 
law  or  regulation.' 

V.  The  privileges  so  conditionally  per¬ 
mitted  to  the  respondents,  under  Parts 
IV  (A)  and  IV  (B)  hereof,  may  be  re¬ 
voked  summarily  and  without  notice 
upon  a  finding  by  the  Director  of  the 
Office  of  Export  Supply,  or  such  other 
official  as  may  at  that  time  be  exercising 
the  duties  now  exercised  by  him,  that 
any  such  respondent  at  any  time  has 
knowingly  failed  to  comply  with  the  con¬ 
ditions  applicable  to  him  or  it  as  set 
forth  in  Parts  IV  (A)  and  IV  (B)  hereof, 
in  which  event  Part  n  hereof,  insofar 
as  it  shall  apply  to  such  respondent,  shall 
then  be  and  become  effective  (a)  as  to 
Murwal,  Inc.  or  Walter  Schick  for  an 
additional  eight  months  thereafter  or 
until  one  year  from  the  date  hereof, 
whichever  shall  be  the  later,  and  (b) 
as  to  E.  Treitel  &  Co.  Ltd.  for  twelve 
months  thereafter,  without  thereby  pre¬ 
venting  the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce 
from  taking  such  other  and  further  ac¬ 
tion  based  on  such  violation  as  it  shall 
deem  warranted.  In  the  event  that  such 
supplemental  order  is  issued,  such  re¬ 
spondents  and  related  parties  as  are  in¬ 
volved  therein  shall  have  the  right  to 
appeal  therefrom,  as  provided  in  the 
export  regulations. 

VI.  No  person,  firm,  corporation,  or 
other  business  organization,  whether  in 
the  United  States  or  elsewhere,  during 
any  time  when  a  respondent  or  any  re¬ 
lated  party  is  prohibited  under  the  terms 
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hereof  from  engaging  in  any  activity 
within  the  scope  of  Part  n  hereof,  shall, 
without  prior  disclosure  to,  and  specific 
authorization  from,  the  Bureau  of  For¬ 
eign  Commerce,  directly  or  indirectly,  in 
any  manner  or  capacity,  (a)  apply  for, 
obtain,  or  use  any  export  license,  ship¬ 
per’s  export  declaration,  bill  of  lading, 
or  other  export  control  document  re¬ 
lating  to  any  such  prohibited  activity, 
(b)  order,  receive,  buy,  sell,  deliver,  use, 
dispose  of,  finance,  transport,  forward, 
or  otherwise  service  or  participate  in, 
any  exportation  from  the  United  States, 
on  behalf  of  or  in  any  association  with 
such  respondent  or  related  party,  or  (c) 
do  any  of  the  foregoing  acts  with  respect 
to  any  exportation  in  which  such  re¬ 
spondent  or  related  party  may  have  any 
interest  or  obtain  any  benefit  of  any  kind 
or  nature,  direct  or  indirect. 

Dated:  July  24,  1957. 

John  C.  Boston, 
Director, 

Office  of  Export  Supply. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  57.-6169;  Piled,  July  29,  1957; 

8:45  a.  m.J 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nob.  F-17,  P-28,  P-35J 

AMF  Atomics,  Inc.,  and  American 
Machine  &  Foundry  Co. 

AMENDMENTS  TO  CONSTRUCTION  PERMIT 
AND  LICENSES 

Please  take  notice  that  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  has  amended  Fa¬ 
cility  Export  Licenses  XR-3  and  XR-4 
and  Construction  Permit  CPRR-7  to 
permit  AMF  Atomics,  Inc.,  to  transfer 
all  of  its  right,  title  and  interest  therein 
to  its .  parent,  American  Machine  & 
Foundry  Company.  American  Machine 
St  Foundry  Company  shall  hereinafter 
be  the  holder  of  said  licenses  and  con¬ 
struction  permit. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  22d 
day  of  July  1957. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

H.  L.  Price, 
Director, 

Division  of  Civilian  Application. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  57-6166;  Piled,  July  29,  1957; 

8:45  a.  m.J 


[Docket  No.  50-78] 

American  Radiator  and  Standard 
Sanitary  Corp. 

APPLICATION  FOR  UTILIZATION  FACILITY 
LICENSE 

Please  take  notice  that  the  American 
Radiator  and  Standard  Sanitary  Cor¬ 
poration,  1682  Broadway,  Redwood  City, 
California,  on  July  12,  1957,  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  under  Section  104c  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954  for  a  license 
to  construct  and  operate  a  nuclear  reac¬ 
tor  designed  to  operate  at  a  power  level 
of  one  watt  and  to  be  located  at  Moun¬ 
tain  View,  California.  A  copy  of  the 
application  is  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  in  the  AEC  Public  Document  Room 


NOTICES 

located  at  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  22d 
day  of  July  1957. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

H.  L.  Price, 
Director, 

Division  of  Civilian  Application. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  57-6167;  Piled.  July  29,  1957; 
8:45  a.  m.J 


[Docket  No.  50-37J 
General  Dynamics  Corp. 

PROPOSED  ISSUANCE  OF  FACILITY  LICENSE 

Please  take  notice  that  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  proposes  to  issue  a 
facility  license  (authorizing  operation  as 
a  critical  experiment  facility  pursuant  to 
section  104  (c)  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954)  to  General  Dynamics  Corpora¬ 
tion,  San  Diego,  California,  substantially 
in  the  form  set  forth  as  Annex  “A”  unless 
within  fifteen  (15)  days  after  filing  of 
this  notice  with  the  Federal  Register 
Division  a  request  for  a  formal  hearing 
is  filed  with  the  Commission  in  the 
manner  prescribed  by  §  2.102  (b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  (10  CFR 
Part  2).  There  is  included  as  Annex 
“B”  a  memorandum  submitted  by  the 
Division  of  Civilian  Application  which 
summarizes  the  principal  features  of  the 
facility  and  the  principal  factors  con¬ 
sidered  in  reviewing  the  application  for 
a  license.  A  construction  permit  au¬ 
thorizing  General  Dynamics  to  construct 
the  facility  was  issued  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  June  18,  1957.  For  further 
details  see  the  application  for  license  at 
the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

The  proposed  license  incorporates — 
as  one  of  its  conditions — a  requirement 
that  no  critical  experiment  other  than 
the  uranium  foil  experiments  described 
in  the  application  may  be  conducted  in 
the  facility  until  a  description  of  the 
experiment  and  a  Hazards  Summary 
Report  shall  have  been  submitted  to  the 
Commission  and  the  Commission  shall 
have  specifically  authorized  the  experi¬ 
mental  activity. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  25th 
day  of  July  1957. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

H.  L.  Price, 
Director, 

Division  of  Civilian  Application. 

Annex  “A” 

LICENSE 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954  (hereinafter  “the  act”)  the  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Commission  (hereinafter  “the  Commis¬ 
sion”)  has  found: 

a.  That  the  utilization  facility  authorized 
for  construction  by  Construction  Permit  No. 
CPCX-7  dated  June  18,  1957,  and  issued  to 
the  General  Dynamics  Corporation  (herein¬ 
after  "General  Dynamics”)  has  been  con¬ 
structed  and  will  operate  in  conformity  with 
the  application  as  amended  (as  described 
hereinafter)  and  in  conformity  with  the 
act  and  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
Commissiojn 


b.  There  is  reasonable  assurance  that  the 
facility  can  be  operated  without  endangering 
the  health  and  safety  of  the  public. 

c.  General  Dynamics  is  technically  and 
financially  qualified  to  operate  the  facility. 

2.  Subject  to  the  Conditions  and  require¬ 
ments  incorporated  herein,  the  Commission 
hereby  licenses  General  Dynamics: 

a.  Pursuant  to  Section  104c  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954  and  Title  10,  CFR,  Chapter 
I,  Part  50,  “Licensing  of  Production  and 
Utilization  Facilities”,  to  possess  and  operate 
as  a  utilization  facility  the  critical  experi¬ 
ments  facility  designated  below. 

b.  Pursuant  to  the  Act  and  Title  10,  CFR, 
Chapter  I,  Part  70,  “Special  Nuclear  Mate¬ 
rial”,  to  use  in  operation  of  the  facility  the 
special  nuclear  material  covered  by  License 
No.  SNM-69  as  amended,  issued  to  General 
Dynamics. 

c.  Pursuant  to  the  Act  and  Title  10,  CFR, 
Chapter  I,  Part  30,  “Licensing  of  By-Product 
Material”,  to  possess,  but  not  to  separate 
from  the  fuel,  such  by-product  material  as 
may  be  produced  from  operation  of  the 
facility. 

3.  This  license  applies  to  the  facility  which 
is  owned  by  General  Dynamics  and  located 
at  Torrey  Pines,  Mesa  in  San  Diego,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  and  described  in  General  Dynamics* 
application  filed  October  26,  1956,  and 
amendments  to  the  application  filed  on  De¬ 
cember  10,  1956,  December  12,  1956,  January 
28,  1957,  February  18,  1957,  March  28,  1957, 
and  June  3,  1957,  (hereinafter  “the  applica¬ 
tion”). 

4.  This  license  shall  be  deemed  to  contain 
and  be  subject  to  the  conditions  specified  in 
§  50.54  of  Part  50  and  §  70.32  of  Part  70; 
is  subject  to  all  applicable  provisions  of  the 
Act  and  rules,  regulations  and  orders  of  the 
Commission  now  or  hereafter  in  effect;  and 
is  subject  to  any  additional  conditions  speci¬ 
fied  or  Incorporated  below. 

5.  No  critical  experiment  other  than  the 
uranium  foil  experiments  described  in  the 
application  may  be  conducted  in  the  facility 
until  a  description  of  the  experiment  and 
a  Hazards  Summary  Report  shall  have  been 
submitted  to  the  Commission  and  the  Com¬ 
mission  shall  have  specifically  authorized 
the  experimental  activity. 

6.  The  conditions  and  requirements  con¬ 
tained  in  Appendix  “A”,  attached  hereto, 
are  a  part  of  this  license. 

7.  This  license  is  effective  as  of  the  date 
of  issuance  and  shall  expire  at  midnight 
June  18,  1962,  unless  sooner  terminated. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Director, 

Division  of  Civilian  Application. 
Date  of  issuance: 

Appendix  "A” 

I.  Experiments.  General  Dynamics  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  perform  the  critical  experiments 
described  in  the  application.  Any  changes 
in  the  experiments  as  described  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  must  be  authorized  by  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

II.  Operating  restrictions.  General  Dy¬ 
namics  shall  operate  the  facility  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  procedures  described  in  the 
application. 

III.  Records.  In  addition  to  those  other¬ 
wise  required  under  this  license,  General 
Dynamics  shall  keep  the  following  records: 

a.  Facility  operating  records. 

b.  Records  containing  a  description,  pro¬ 
cedures,  and  results  for  each  critical  experi¬ 
ment  performed. 

c.  Records  showing  radioactivity  released 
or  discharged  into  the  air  or  water  beyond 
the  effective  control  of  General  Dynamics  as 
measured  at  the  point  of  such  release  or 
discharge. 

d.  Records  of  emergency  scrams,  including 
reasons  for  emergency  shutdowns. 

IV.  Reports.  General  Dynamics  shall  im¬ 
mediately  report  to  the  Commission  any 
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Indication  or  occurrence  of  a  possible  unsafe 
condition  relating  to  the  operation  of  the 
facility. 

Annex  “B** 

,  MEMORANDUM 

Fart  1 — Introduction.  General  Dynamics 
Corporation  on  October  26,  1956,  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  Class  104  license,  defined  in 
Section  50.21  of  Part  50.  “Licensing  of  Pro¬ 
duction  and  Utilization  Facilities”,  Title  10, 
Chapter  1,  CFR,  to  construct  and  operate  a 
critical  experiments  faeility  and  an  Initial 
series  of  experiments  involving  uranium  foils. 
On  December  10,  1956,  December  12,  1956, 
January  28,  1957,  February  18,  1957,  and 
March  28,  1957,  General  Dynamics  filed 
amendments  to  its  license  application. 

Notice  of  proposed  issuance  of  a  construc¬ 
tion  permit  was  published  in  the  Federal 
register  on  June  1  and  Construction  Permit 
CPCX-7  was  issued  on  June  18,  1957. 

On  June  3,  1957,  General  Dynamics  filed 
an  amendment  to  its  application  providing 
detailed  and  current  information  concerning 
the  critical  assembly,  experiments  to  be  per¬ 
formed  therein,  the  operating  procedures  to 
be  followed,  and  a  final  hazards  analysis. 

On  June  20,  1957,  representatives  of  the 
Commission  Inspected  the  facility  and  deter¬ 
mined  that  it  was  constructed  substantially 
in  accordance  with  the  design  set  forth  in  the 
license  application. 

There  is  set  forth  below  our  considerations 
of  the  Information  furnished  by  General 
Dynamics  and  our  analysis  of  the  hazards 
associated  with  operation  of  the  facility. 

Part  II — Description  of  the  facility — Site. 
The  facility  has  been  constructed  substan¬ 
tially  as  described  in  the  memorandum  pre¬ 
viously  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
and  is  at  the  location  described  therein.  This 
location  is  700  feet  from  the  nearest  site 
boundary  (across  a  175-foot  deep  canyon), 
1,200  feet  from  a  small  sewage  treatment 
plant  (the  nearest  off-site  building),  and 
1,900  feet  from  the  nearest  point  on  U.  S. 
Highway  101.  Location  of  the  nearest  on- 
site  permanent  building  will  be  not  less  than 
400  feet  from  the  critical  assembly.  The 
ridge  line  of  the  mesa  previously  forming  a 
high  barrier  between  the  experiment  facility 
and  the  nearest  on-site  building  has  been 
removed.  However,  the  tops  of  the  experi¬ 
mental  buildings  will  remain  below  the  level 
of  the  mesa  top.  A  linear  accelerator  build¬ 
ing  may  be  placed  within  100  feet  of  the 
critical  facility.  Population  around  the  site 
is  at  present  sparse,  being  concentrated  to 
the  south,  but  it  is  estimated  that  by  1970, 
approximately  4,000  persons  will  be  living 
within  a  two-mile  radius. 

Reactor.  The  facility  is  to  be  located  in 
two  buildings,  an  experiment  cell  and  a  con¬ 
trol  building.  These  will  be  separated  from 
each  other  and  from  other  buildings  on  the 
site  by  an  earth  ridge. 

The  reactor  core  tank  is  located  on  the 
floor  of  the  experiment  building  and  a  graph¬ 
ite  block  reflector  is  stacked  around  it.  The 
possible  use  of  beryllium  or  water  as  a  re¬ 
flector  has  been  abandoned.  The  core  will 
be  similar  in  design  to  that  previously  de¬ 
scribed  but  the  moderating  material  will  be 
zirconium  hydride  rather  than  beryllium. 
Fuel  will  consist  of  one-mil  uranium  foils 
interleaved  between  108-mil  zirconium  hy¬ 
dride  bars,  assembled  in  aluminum  cans  of 
one-inch  square  cross  section. 

Five  poison -bearing  control  rods  will  be 
used,  worth  a  total  of  about  7  percent  in 
reactivity.  Three  of  these  will  be  used  as 
safety  rods,  two  of  which  will  be  worth  at 
least  1.2  percent  each  and  the  third  about 
2.2  percent.  The  reactor  may  be  operated 
without  water  in  the  core  (to  simulate  water 
or  air  cooling  media),  and  no  water  dump 
has  been  provided.  A  secondary  control  sys¬ 
tem  consists  of  two  >4 -inch  thick  Boral 
curtains  operating  on  two  sides  of  the  core 


in  pockets  between  the  core  tank  and  the 
reflector.  Each  of  these  curtains  is  worth 
about  six  per  cent  reactivity.  These  curtains 
are  positioned  by  a  cable-drum-drive, 
coupled  through  magnetic  clutches  to  drive 
motors.  Position  of  the  curtain  is  indicated 
by  microswitches  actuated  by  a  potentiom¬ 
eter  coupled  to  the  curtain  drive  and  position 
may  also  be  observed  on  the  television  system. 

Instrumentation  and  safety  systems. 
Safety  instrumentation  includes  two  neutron 
level  scram  channels  and  one  period  scram 
channel  which  also  supplies  an  additional 
level  scram  signal.  Two  compensated  ion 
chambers  and  two  fission  chambers  feed 
neutron  level  information  channels,  and  one 
additional  compensated  ion  chamber  feeds 
a  period  indicating  channel.  At  all  times 
a  minimum  of  three  high-level  scrams  will 
be  set  at  25  watts  or  less.  For  most  experi¬ 
ments  a  setting  of  one  watt  will  be  used. 
Checkout  procedures  assure  that  operation 
will  not  be  begun  unless  the  three  power 
channels  and  one  period  channel  are  operat¬ 
ing  properly. 

A  minimum  of  2  counts  per  second  on  each 
of  2  count  rate  recorders  is  required  by  an 
interlock  before  the  control  system  can  be 
actuated. 

Control  and  safety  rod  motion,  safety 
curtain  motion,  and  the  water  fill  system  are 
all  actuated  by  a  single  lever  switch.  The 
action  desired  is  chosen  by  means  of  a  se¬ 
lector  switch,  preventing  the  performance  of 
more  than  one  control  action  at  a  time. 

An  interlock  prevents  opening  of  the  cir¬ 
culating  system  valve  if  the  core  tank  is  not 
filled.  Another  interlock  interrupts  control 
system  power  if  a  gate  to  the  experimental 
area  is  opened.  (The  control  building  is 
outside  this  area.) 

Included  in  the  .control  console  and  di¬ 
rectly  in  front  of  the  operator’s  chair  is  a 
locked  box  containing  toggle  switches  which 
enable  by-passing  interlocks  during  con¬ 
struction  and  trouble-shooting.  Pilot  lights 
indicate  switches  in  the  by-pass  position. 
Closing  the  cover  of  this  box  automatically 
resets  all  by-pass  switches.  Operating  pro¬ 
cedures  forbid  bringing  the  assembly  to 
criticality  under  any  circumstances  without 
locking  the  box. 

Part  III — Technical  qualifications  of  the 
applicant The  technical  staff  of  General 
Atomic  Division  of  General  Dynamics  Corpo¬ 
ration,  including  more  than  20  persons  with 
advanced  degrees  in  the  various  fields  of 
science  and  engineering,  is  well  qualified  for 
activities  in  nuclear  science  and  technology. 
In  addition  to  the  broad  technical  back¬ 
ground  of  the  staff,  several  of  its  members 
have  had  long  experience  in  various  phases 
of  the  nuclear  activity  of  the  AEC  and  its 
contractors. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  applicant  is 
technically  qualified  to  operate  the  facility. 

Part  IV — Financial  qualifications  of  the 
applicant.  At  the  time  consideration  was 
given  to  the  Issuance  of  a  construction  per¬ 
mit  covering  this  facility  a  review  was  made 
of  the  applicant’s  financial  qualifications. 
The  construction  permit  issued  on  January 
18,  1957,  reflects  that  the  Commission  had 
determined  that  the  applicant  was  qualified 
to  construct  and  operate  the  facility  in 
accordance  with  the  regulations  contained 
in  Title  10,  Chapter  I,  CFR. 

Part  V — Experiments.  Experiments  to  be 
performed  with  the  critical  facility  include 
measurement  of  the  following: 

1.  Critical  mass  as  a  function  of  reactor 
geometry  and  composition. 

2.  Control  rod  effectiveness. 

2.  Effect  of  beam  holes  in  the  reflector.  No 
fuel-bearing  experiments  are  proposed. 

4.  Core  void  coefficient,  using  aluminum  or 
magnesium  to  simulate  voids. 

5.  Core  distortion  experiments. 

6.  Temperature  coefficient  of  reactivity 
with  and  without  water  in  the  core. 

7.  Flux  distribution  in  core  and  reflector. 


Part  VI — Hazards  analysis — General  con¬ 
siderations.  Detailed  operating  procedures 
have  been  formulated  whose  purpose  is  to 
limit  the  excess  reactivity  which  may  be 
present  at  any  time  in  the  facility  to  a  value 
smaller  than  that  controlled  by  any  safety 
rod. 

A  safety  committee  composed  of  three  re¬ 
sponsible  scientists  has  been  formed.  This 
committee  will  require  a  written  outline  of 
each  experiment  to  be  performed.  Including 
a  statement  of  the  maximum  excess  reac¬ 
tivity  required  and  the  name  of  the  physicist 
responsible  for  the  experiment.  Operators 
will  perform  no  experiment  before  receiving 
such  an  outline  approved  by  the  committee. 
At  least  two  scientists  including  the  person 
responsible  for  the '  experiment  in  progress 
must  be  present  in  the  contral  room  during 
critical  experiments. 

Adequate  nuclear  material  handling  and 
storage  procedures  have  been  formulated  and 
all  operations  involving  such  procedures  will 
be  reviewed  by  the  Custodian  of  special  nu¬ 
clear  material  and  by  the  Safeguard  Com¬ 
mittee, 

Accident  analysis.  Various  accidents  have 
been  postulated  by  the  applicant  and  their 
effects  have  been  analyzed.  A  maximum 
accident  was  considered  in  which  it  was 
assumed  that  a  very  large  amount  of  excess 
reactivity  was  suddenly  inserted  by  some 
unknown  mechanism  into  the  core.  All 
Bafety  systems  were  assumed  to  be  ineffec¬ 
tive,  vaporization  of  uranium  and  the  con¬ 
sequent  pressure  rise  and  expansion  of  the 
core  being  assumed  as  the  only  available 
shutdown  mechanism.  The  results  of  this 
accident  indicate  that  3.7  megawatt-seconds 
of  energy  would  be  released  as  a  result  of  a 
three  percent  step  insertion  of  reactivity. 
The  release  of  all  the  fission  products  formed 
in  a  4  megawatt-second  excursion  would  not 
subject  persons  at  the  nearest  site  boundary 
to  radiation  levels  in  excess  of  the  maximum 
permissible  exposure  levels  set  out  in  10 
CFR  20,  “Standards  for  Protection  Against 
Radiation”.  In  analysis  of  this  accident, 
however,  it  was  assumed  that  all  the  energy 
produced  remained  in  the  fuel,  heating  and 
eventually  vaporizing  it.  While  it  is  recog¬ 
nized  that  an  excursion  resulting  from  a 
three  percent  step  reactivity  addition  would 
be  of  a  very  short  period,  and  that  heat  will 
not  be  transferred  out  of  the  fuel  as  readily 
as  in  a  liquid  moderated  reactor,  it  does 
appear  that  the  assumption  of  no  heat  trans¬ 
fer  to  the  moderator  lacks  conservatism. 
However,  if  calculations  had  been  based  on 
the  opposite  heat  transfer  assumption,  that 
the  entire  core  is  uniformly  heated  and 
vaporized,  an  energy  release  of  slightly  over 
100  megawatt-seconds  would  have  been 
calculated.  Even  this  overly-conservative 
assumption  combined  with  a  complete  re¬ 
lease  of  fission  products  would  not  indicate 
personal  injury  at  the  site  boundary  al¬ 
though  exposures  would  be  somewhat  above 
permissible  or  desirable  levels. 

Part  VII — Conclusion.  The  applicant  has 
described  in  detail  the  facility,  its  safety 
features,  and  the  procedures  to  be  followed 
and  experiments  to  be  performed  in  its  op¬ 
eration.  Based  upon  the  Commission’s 
review  and  amplification  of  the  maximum 
accident  postulated  by  the  applicant  it  is 
concluded  that  such  accident  would  not 
result  in  undue  hazard  to  the  public.  In 
view  of  these  and  the  other  considerations 
outlined  above  it  is  concluded  that  the 
facility  may  be  operated  at  the  location 
described  without  undue  risk  to  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public. 

For  the  Division  of  Civilian  Applica¬ 
tion. 

H.  L.  Price, 

Director .  . 

July  25,  1957. 

.[F.  R.  Doc.  57-6186;  Filed,  July  26.  1957; 

12:30  p.  m.J 
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CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(Docket  Nos.  8863,  8884] 
Aeronaves  de  Mexico,  S.  A. 

NOTICE  OF  POSTPONEMENT  OF  REARING 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
Aeronaves  de  Mexico,  S.  A.,  for  a  foreign 
air  carrier  permit  to  engage  in  foreign 
air  transportation  between  the  terminal 
points  Mexico  City,  Mexico,  and  New 
York,  New  York,  via  the  intermediate 
point  Washington,  D.  C.,  Docket  No.  8863. 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
Aeronaves  de  Mexico,  S.  A.,  for  a  foreign 
air  carrier  permit  to  engage  in  foreign 
air  transportation  between  the  terminal 
points  Mexico  City,  Mexico,  and  New  Or¬ 
leans,  Louisiana,  via  intermediate  points 
in  Mexico,  Docket  No.  8864. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act 
of  1938,  as  amended,  that  hearing  in  the 
above-entitled  proceedings,  now  assigned 
for  July  30,  1957,  is  postponed  to  August 
6, 1957,  at  10:00  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  Room 
E-224,  Temporary  Building  No.  5,  16th 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Chief  Exam¬ 
iner  Francis  W.  Brown. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  July  24, 
1957. 

[seal]  Thomas  L.  Wrenn, 

Acting  Chief  Examiner. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  57-6201;  Filed,  July  29,  1957; 
8:50  a.  m  ] 


I  Docket  No.  8681] 

Trans- Alaskan  Airlines,  Inc.; 

Enforcement  Case 

notice  of  postponement  of  hearing 

In  the  matter  of  the  revocation  of  In¬ 
terim  Operating  Authorization  No.  42 
issued  to  Trans-Alaskan  Airlines,  Inc. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  and  regulations  thereunder, 
that  a  hearing  in  the  above-entitled 
matter  heretofore  assigned  to  be  held 
on  July  30,  1957,  is  hereby  re-assigned 
to  be  held  on  August  6,  1957,  at  10:00 
a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t„  in  Room  E-210,  Tem¬ 
porary  Building  No.  5,  16th  Street  and 
Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C.,  before  Examiner  Edward  T. 
Stodola. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  July  25, 
1957. 

[seal]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  57-6202;  Filed,  July  29,  1957; 

8:51  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  G-12435] 
Davis-Kelly  Oil  Co. 
notice  of  application  and  date  of 

HEARING 

July  24,  1957. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  18,  1957, 
Davis-Kelly  Oil  Company  (Applicant) ,  a 
West  Virginia  corporation  having  its 


NOTICES 

principal  place  of  business  in  Morgan¬ 
town,  West  Virginia,  filed  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  7  <b)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  permission  to  abandon  the 
sale  of  natural  gas  to  Hope  Natural  Gas 
Company  (Hope)  from  acreage  in  the 
Grant  District,  Ritchie  County,  West 
Virginia. 

Applicant  states  that  the  volume  of 
gas  available  for  delivery  to  Hope  under 
the  contract  covering  this  sale  has  de¬ 
clined  to  the  point  where  it  is  no  longer 
economically  feasible  to  continue  the  op¬ 
eration.  Applicant  has  entered  into  an 
agreement  with  Hope  dated  August  22, 
1956,  providing  for. the  cancellation  of 
the  present  sales  contract. 

This  matter  should  be  heard  and  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations,  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  August 
27,  1957,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  a 
hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  involved  in 
and  the  issues  presented  by  such  appli- 
action:  Provided,  however.  That  the 
Commission  may,  after  a  non-contested 
hearing,  dispose  of  the  proceedings  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  §  1.30  (c)  (1) 
or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  <3FR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  August 
15,  1957.  Failure  of  any  party  to  appear 
at  and  participate  in  the  hearing  shall 
be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  concur¬ 
rence  in  omission  herein  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made.  Under 
the  procedure  herein  provided  for,  unless 
otherwise  advised  it  will  be  unnecessary 
for  Applicant  to  appear  or  be  represented 
at  the  hearing. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.'  57-6172;  Filed,  July  29,  1957; 

8:46  a.  m.) 


(Docket  No.  G-12610] 

Louisiana  Nevada  Transit  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATION  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

JULY  23,  1957. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  20,  1957, 
Louisiana  Nevada  Transit  Company  (Ap¬ 
plicant),  a  Nevada  corporation  having 
its  principal  place  of  business  in  Ada, 
Oklahoma,  filed  in  Docket  No.  G-12610 
an  application  pursuant  to  section  7  (c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  continued  operation  of  six 
existing  taps,  certain  lateral  lines,  and 
metering  and  regulating  facilities  at¬ 
tached  to  its  main  interstate  natural  gas 
pipeline  system  in  Arkansas  and  Louisi¬ 


ana,  all  as  more  fully  described  in  its  ap¬ 
plication  which  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  customers  and  facilities  concerned 
in  this  application  are: 

(1)  Consolidated  Chemical  Industries, 
Division  of  Stauffer  Chemical  Company, 
near  Springhill,  Webster  Parish,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  connected  by  a  1,974-foot,  2-inch 
pipeline  lateral  from  Applicant’s  main 
8-inch  interstate  transmission  line. 
Cost:  $1,030.  Annual  gas  requirements: 
4,332  Mcf. 

(2)  Bruner  Ivory  Handle  Company  at 
Hope,  Arkansas,  connected  by  a  tap  on 
Applicant’s  4-inch  Hope  Water  and 
Light  Company  pipeline  which  branches 
off  Applicant’s  6-inch  lateral  serving  the 
community  of  Hope.  Cost:  $569.  An¬ 
nual  requirements:  24,000  Mcf. 

(3)  Hope  Basket  Company,  Hope,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  served  by  a  4,346-foot,  2-inch 
pipeline  tapping  Applicant’s  6-inch  Hope 
lateral.  Five  domestic  customers  are 
also  served  from  this  2-inch  line.  Cost: 
$2,238.  Annual  requirements:  approxi¬ 
mately  24,000  Mcf. 

(4)  Anthony  Manufacturing  Com¬ 
pany,  Hope,  Arkansas,  served  by  a  900- 
foot,  3-inch  pipeline  connected  to 
Applicant’s  4-inch  branch  line  at  Hope. 
Cost:  $956.  Annual  requirements :  18,000 
Mcf. 

(5)  Cotton  Valley  Solvents,  Inc.,  a 
gasoline  plant  in  Webster  Parish,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  served  by  a  2,448-foot,  2-inch  pipe¬ 
line  tapping  Applicant’s  main  8-inch 
transmission  line  about  four  miles  north 
of  the  Cotton  Valley  Field.  Cost:  $2,209. 
Annual  requirements:  Not  stated. 

(6)  Town  of  Serepta,  Webster  Parish, 
Louisiana,  located  nine  miles  south  of 
the  Louisiana-Arkansas  border,  served 
at  retail  from  a  tap  on  Applicant’s  main 
8 -inch  pipeline.  Cost:  $947.  Annual  re¬ 
quirements:  12,000  Mcf. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations,  and 
to  that  end : 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  August 
26,  1957,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  a 
hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  441  G  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  involved 
in  and  the  issues  presented  by  such  ap¬ 
plication:  Provided,  however.  That  the 
Commission  may,  after  a  non-contested 
hearing,  dispose  of  the  proceedings  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  §  1.30  (c)  (1) 
or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure.  Under  the  procedure 
herein  provided  for,  unless  otherwise 
advised  it  will  be  unnecessary  for  Ap¬ 
plicant  to  appear  or  be  represented 
at  the  hearing,  t 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  August 
14,  1957.  Failure  of  any  party  to  appear 
at  and  participate  in  the  hearing  shall 
be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  concur¬ 
rence  in  omission  herein  of  the  inter- 
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mediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary . 

IF.  R.  DOC.  57-6173;  Filed,  July  29,  1957; 
8:46  a.  m.j 


[Docket  No.  G-12141] 

Wilcox  Trend  Gathering  System,  Inc. 

NOTICE  OP  APPLICATION  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

July  23, 1957. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  4,  1957, 
Wilcox  Trend  Gathering  System,  Inc. 
(Applicant) ,  a  Delaware  corporation 
having  its  principal  place  of  business  in 
Houston,  Texas,  fileci  in  Docket  No.  G- 
12141  an  application  pursuant  to  section 
7  (c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  which  ap¬ 
plication  was  supplemented  April  8, 1957, 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  continued 
operation  of  certain  heretofore  uncer¬ 
tificated  facilities  for  the  receiving  of 
natural  gas  from  certain  producers  in 
Texas,  all  as  more  fully  described  in  the 
application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

These  facilities,  all  including  metering 
and  regulating  facilities,  and  the  related 
producer  applications  are  as  follows: 

(1)  Approximately  1.55  miles  of  3*/4 
inch  O.  D.  lateral  supply  pipeline  from 
Applicant’s  existing  Meyersville  Field 
lateral  to  a  point  in  East  Meyersville 
Field,  both  in  Dewitt  County,  Texas,  to 
receive  natural  gas  from  Kirkwood  & 
Company  (sale  authorized  in  Docket  No. 
G-7626)  whose  acquisition  by.Holland- 
American  Petroleum  Corporation  is  the 
subject  of  a  pending  application  in 
Docket  No.  G-11180;  and  from  Sunray 
Mid-Continent  Oil  Company  whose  ap¬ 
plication  in  Docket  No.  G-3127  for  a 
certificate  covering  the  sale  of  gas  to 
Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corpora¬ 
tion,  assignee  of  Applicant  in  G-12141, 
is  pending.  Total  cost  of  facilities  to 
Applicant:  $20,430.98. 

(2)  Approximately  0.17  mile  of  3Vfe 
[nch  O.  D.  lateral  supply  pipeline  from 
Applicant’s  existing  4-inch  Meyersville 
Field  lateral  to  a  point  in  the  Doehrmann 
Field,  Dewitt  County,  Texas,  to  receive 
natural  gas  from  Kirkwood  &  Company 
(sale  authorized  in  Docket  No.  G-10051) 
whose  acquisition  by  Holland-American 
Petroleum  Corporation  is  the  subject  of 
pending  application  in  Docket  No. 
G-11180.  Cost  of  facilities  to  Applicant: 
$5,573.40. 

(3)  Approximately  1.95  miles  of  3% 
inch  O.  D.  lateral  supply  pipeline  from 
Applicant’s  existing  West  Weesatche 
Field  lateral  to  a  point  in  the  Enke  Field, 
Goliad  County,  Texas,  to  receive  natural 
gas  from  Johnny  Mitchell  Trustee  No.  2 
(sale  authorized  in  Docket  No.  G-10138). 
Cost  of  facilities  to  Applicant:  $27,328.89. 

(4)  Approximately  0.83  mile  of  ZV2 
inch  O.  D.  lateral  supply  pipeline  from 
Applicant’s  existing  West  Weesatche  lat¬ 
eral  to  a  point  in  the  Melrose  Field, 
Goliad  County,  Texas,  to  receive  natural 
gas  from  Harry  Bass  Drilling  Company 


(sale  authorized  in  Docket  No.  G-912&). 
Cost  of  facilities:  $11,351.87. 

(5)  Approximately  0.62  mile  of  3%- 
inch  O.  D.  lateral  supply  pipeline  from 
Applicant’s  existing  Dial  Field  lateral  to 
a  point  in  the  Gladys  Powell  Field,  Goliad 
County,  Texas,  to  receive  natural  gas 
from  Sinclair  Oil  &  Gas  Company  and 
Morris  Cannan  (sales  authorized  in 
Docket  Nos.  G-8493  and  G-4417,  re¬ 
spectively).  Cost  of  facilities  $9,498.07. 

(6)  Approximately  2.0  miles  of  4V2- 
inch  O.  D.  lateral  supply  pipeline  from 
Applicant’s  existing  6-inch  Yoward  Field 
lateral  to  a  point  in  the  Holzmark- 
Wilcox  Field,  Bee  County,  Texas,  to  re¬ 
ceive  natural  gas  from  Gasoline  Produc¬ 
tion  Company,  Mim  Oil  Company,  The 
Texas  Company  and  Tidewater  Oil  Com¬ 
pany  (sales  authorized  in  Docket  Nos. 
G-7031,  G-9940,  G-4820  and  G-3721,  re¬ 
spectively)  .  Cost  of  facilities :  $29,631.82. 

(7)  Approximately  4.28  miles  of  4V2- 
inch  O.  D.  lateral  supply  pipeline  from 
Applicant’s  existing  Holzmark-Wilcox 
Field  lateral  to  a  point  in  the  Singleton 
Field,  Bee  County,  Texas,  to  receive  nat¬ 
ural  gas  from  South  Texas  Oil  and  Gas 
Company  (sale  authorized  in  Docket  No. 
G-6704).  Cost  of  facilities:  $59,829.59. 

(8)  Approximately  1.53  miles  of  Sc¬ 
inch  O.  D.  lateral  supply  pipeline  from 
Applicant’s  existing  Holzmark-Wilcox 
Field  lateral  to  a  point  in  the  Ragsdale 
Field,  Bee  County,  Texas,  to  receive  nat¬ 
ural  gas  from  The  Texas  Company  (sale 
authorized  in  Docket  No.  G-4820) .  Cost 
of  facilities:  $18,438.49. 

(9)  Approximately  1.27  miles  of  Sc¬ 
inch  O.  D.  lateral  supply  pipeline  from 
Applicant’s  existing  Minoak  Field  lateral 
to  a  point  in  the  Ragsdale  Field,  Bee 
County,  Texas,  to  receive  natural  gas 
from  Bright  &  Schiff  (sales  to  Appli¬ 
cant’s  assignee,  Texas,  Eastern  Trans¬ 
mission  Corporation,  covered  by  two 
dockets:  one  in  pending  Docket  No.  G- 
5558  where  temporary  authorization  was 
issued  on  January  11, 1955,  and  the  other 
certificated  on  June  4, 1956  in  Docket  No. 
G-7439) .  Cost  of  facilities:  $14,467.89. 

(10)  Approximately  0.01  mile  of  3 Vi- 
inch  O.  D.  lateral  supply  pipeline  from 
Applicant’s  existing  Peeler  Field  lateral 
to  a  point  in  the  West  George  West  Field, 
Live  Oak  County,  Texas  to  receive  nat¬ 
ural  gas  from  R.  O.  Mangum  (sale  au¬ 
thorized  in  Docket  No.  G-9465).  Cost 
of  facilities:  $3,789.37. 

(11)  Approximately  0.47  mile  of  3Vi- 
inch  O.  D.  lateral  supply  pipeline  from 
Applicant’s  existing  Kittie  Field  lateral 
to  a  point  in  the  Sunset  Field,  Live  Oak 
County,  Texas,  to  receive  natural  gas 
from  F.  W.  Carr,  J.  R.  Meeker  and  Tide¬ 
water  Oil  Company  (sales  authorized  in 
Docket  Nos.  G-4887,  G-9524  and  G- 
3721,  respectively).  Cost  of  facilities: 
$9,609.21. 

Applicant  will  transport  the  gas  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  above-mentioned  pro¬ 
ducers  for  redelivery  to  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation  at  Provident 
City,  Texas.  Texas  Eastern  will  trans¬ 
port  such  gas  in  interstate  commerce  for 
resale. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations,  and 
to  that  end: 


Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  August 
26, 1957,  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  involved 
in  and  the  issues  presented  by  such  appli¬ 
cation:  Provided,  however.  That  the 
Commission  may,  after  a  non-contested 
hearing,  dispose  of  the  proceedings  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  §  1.30  (c)  (1) 
or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure.  Under  the  procedure 
herein  provided  for,  unless  otherwise 
advised  it  will  be  unnecessary  for  Appli¬ 
cant  to  appear  or  be  represented  at  the 
hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
August  14,  1957. ,  Failure  of  any  party 
to  appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hear¬ 
ing  shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and 
concurrence  in  omission  herein  of  the 
intermediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-6174;  Filed,  July  29.  1957; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  G-12065,  0-125141 
Ada  Oil  Co. 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATIONS  AND  DATE  OF 
HEARING 

July  23,  1957. 

Take  notice  that  Ada  Oil  Company, 
Operator  (Applicant),  an  independent 
producer,  filed  applications  for  authority 
to  abandon  and  render  natural  gas  serv¬ 
ice  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  as  hereinafter  described,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  all  as  more  fully  represented  in  the 
respective  applications  which  are  on  file  - 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  on  May  3,  1957  filed  its  ap¬ 
plication  in  Docket  No.  G-12514  for  per¬ 
mission  and  approval  to  abandon  the 
sale  of  natural  gas  to  Phillips  Petroleum 
Company  (Phillips)  from  production  in 
the  Liverpool  Field,  Brazoria  County, 
Texas,  which  sale  is  covered  by  an  agree¬ 
ment  dated  February  2,  1954,  as  amend¬ 
ed.  Phillips  processes  said  gas  in  its 
Chocolate  Bayou  Gasoline  Plant  and  re¬ 
sells  the  residue  gas  to  Texas  Illinois 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  (Texas 
Illinois) ,  under  its  FPC  Gas  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule  No.  41.  Concurrently  with  its 
abandonment  application,  Ada  filed  a 
notice  of  cancellation  of  its  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  2,  pursuant  to  8  154.97 
of  the  rules.  The  reasons  stated  for  the 
cancellation  were  expiration  of  the  term 
of  contract  with  Phillips  and  execution  of 
a  new  contract  dated  November  1,  1956 
for  sales  by  Ada  directly  to  Texas  Illinois. 
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Phillips,  by  letter  dated  May  1,  1957  to 
Ada,  states  it  will  not  oppose  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  abandonment  by  Ada. 

Prior  thereto,  on  February  21,  1957,  as 
amended,  on  April  30,  1957,  Ada  filed  an 
application  in  Docket  No.  G-12065  for 
authorization  to  sell  the  subject  gas  di¬ 
rectly  to  Texas  Illinois  pursuant  to  the 
aforementioned  new  contract  dated  No¬ 
vember  1,  1956. 

These  related  matters  should  be  heard 
on  a  consolidated  record  and  disposed  of 
as  promptly  as  possible  under  the  appli¬ 
cable  rules  and  regulations  and.  to  that 
end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  August 
28, 1957  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  of  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  441  G  Street  NW„  Washington, 
D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  involved 
in  and  the  issues  presented  by  such  ap¬ 
plications:  Provided,  however.  That  the 
Commission  may,  after  a  noncontested 
hearing,  dispose  of  the  proceedings  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  5  1.30  (c)  (1) 
or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure.  Under  the  proce¬ 
dure  herein  provided  for,  unless  other¬ 
wise  advised,  it  will  be  unnecessary  for 
Applicant  to  appear  or  be  represented  at 
the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  be¬ 
fore  August  14,  1957.  Failure  of  any 
party  to  appear  at  and  participate  in  the 
hearing  shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of 
and  concurrence  in  omission  herein  of 
the  intermediate  decision  procedure  in 
cases  where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary . 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-6175;  Filed,  July  29,  1957; 

8:46  a.  m  ] 


TARIFF  COMMISSION 

Watch  Movements 

REPORT  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

JULY  25, 1957. 

The  .United  States  Tariff  Commission 
today  submitted  to  the  President  its  sec¬ 
ond  periodic  report  on  the  developments 
in  the  trade  in  watch  movements  since 
the  modification  on  July  27,  1954,  of  the 
concession  thereon  granted  in  the  trade 
agreement  with  Switzerland  signed  Jan¬ 
uary  9, 1936.  This  report  was  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  paragraph  1  of  Executive  Order 
10401  of  October  14, 1952  (17  F.  R.  9125). 
That  order  prescribes  procedures  for  the 
periodic  review  of  escape-clause  actions 
with  a  view  to  determining  whether  a 
concession  that  has  been  modified  or 
withdrawn  may  be  restored  in  whole  or 
in  part  without  causing  or  threatening 
serious  injury  to  the  domestic  industry 
concerned- 

The  Commission’s  first  report  with  re¬ 
spect  to  watch  movements  under  Execu¬ 


tive  Order  10401  was  dated  July  25,  1956. 
At  that  time  the  Commission  advised  the 
President  that  the  conditions  of  compe¬ 
tition  between  imported  and  domestic 
watch  movements  had  not  so  changed 
during  the  preceding  2  years  as  to  war¬ 
rant  the  institution  of  a  formal  investi¬ 
gation  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph 
2  of  Executive  Order  10401. 

In  submitting  its  second  report  with 
respect  to  watch  movements  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent  under  Executive  Order  10401,  the 
Commission  arrived  at  the  same  conclu¬ 
sion  that  it  reached  in  the  first  report, 
but  this  time  based  its  conclusion  on  the 
conditions  of  competition  during  the  past 
year. 

Copies  of  the  Commission’s  report  are 
available  upon  request  as  long  as  the 
limited  supply  lasts.  Requests  should  be 
addressed  to  the  United  States  Tariff 
Commission,  Eighth  and  E  Streets  NW., 
Washington  25,  D.  C. 

"  Donn  N.  Bent, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-6179;  Filed,  July  29.  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.) 


Operations  Branch,  Procurement  Division, 
Office  of  the  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff  for  Lo¬ 
gistics,  Department  of  the  Army,  Washington 
25.  D.  C.? 

Immunity  from  prosecution  under  the 
Federal  antitrust  laws  and  the  Federal  Trad* 
Commission  Act  will  be  given  upon  such  ac¬ 
ceptance,  provided  that  the  activities  of  the 
Integration  Committee  on  Tracks  for  Track 
Laying  Type  Vehicles  and  your  participation 
therein  are  within  the  limits  set  forth  in  the 
voluntary  plan. 

Your  cooperation  in  this  matter  will  be 
appreciated. 


Sincerely  yours. 


Gordon  Gray, 
Director. 


OFFICE  OF  DEFENSE 
MOBILIZATION 

[ODM  (DPA)  Request  No.  8  (a)] 

Request  To  Participate  in  Activities  of 

Army  Ordnance  Integration  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Tracks  for  Tracklaying 

Type  Vehicles 

Pursuant  to  section  708  of  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  the 
request  set  forth  below  to  participate  in 
the  voluntary  plan  entitled,  “Plan  and 
Regulations  of  Ordnance  Corps  Covering 
Integration  Committee  on  Tracks  for 
Tracklaying  Type  Vehicles,”  amended  to 
extend  membership  eligibility  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Defense  Production  Act 
Amendments  of  1955,  was  approved  by 
the  Attorney  General,  after  consultation 
with  respect  thereto  between  the  At¬ 
torney  General,  the  Chairman  of  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  and  the 
Director  of  the  Office  of  Defense 
Mobilization. 

This  amended  voluntary  plan  has  been 
approved  by  the  Director  of  the  Office  of 
Defense  Mobilization  and  has  been  found 
to  be  in  the  public  interest  as  contribut¬ 
ing  to  the  national  defense. 

Contents  of  request.  You  are  requested 
to  participate  in  the  activities  of  an  inte¬ 
gration  committee  in  accordance  with  the 
enclosed  voluntary  plan  entitled,  “Plan  and 
Regulations  of  Ordinance  Corps  Covering 
Integration  Committee  on  Tracks  for  Track 
Laying  Type  Vehicles,”  as  amended  pursuant 
to  the  Defense  Production  Act  Amendments 
of  1955. 

The  Attorney  General  has  approved  this 
request  after  consultation  with  respect 
thereto  between  his  representatives,  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  and  my  representatives, 
pursuant  to  section  708  of  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

I  have  approved  the  voluntary  plan  and 
have  found  it  to  be  in  the  public  interest 
as  contributing  to  the  national  defense.  You 
wUl  become  a  participant  therein  upon  noti¬ 
fying  me  in  writing  of  your  acceptance  of 
this  request.  Will  you  kindly  also  send  two 
copies  of  your  acceptance  to  the  Industrial 


The  following  companies  have  ac¬ 
cepted  the  request  to  participate  in  the 
amended  plan  and  this  list  supersedes 
the  list  of  acceptances  published  in  16 
F.  R.  10791,  October  23,  1951. 

Acceptances 

Burgess-Norton  Manufacturing  Company, 
Geneva,  Illinois. 

Firestone  Industrial  Products  Company, 
Akron,  Ohio. 

General  Motors  Corporation,  Dayton,  Ohio. 
The  General  Tire  &  Rubber  Company,  Wa¬ 
bash,  Indiana. 

B.  F.  Goodrich  Company,  Akron,  Ohio. 
The  Goodyear  Tire  &  Rubber  Company, 
Akron,  Ohio. 

Kingston  Products  Corporation,  Bronson, 
Michigan. 

The  Ohio  Rubber  Company,  Willoughby, 
Ohio. 

United  States  Rubber  Company,  Detroit, 
Michigan. 

(Sec.  708,  64  Stat.  818,  as  amended;  50  U.  S.  C. 
App.  Sup.  2158;  Executive  Order  10480,  Aug. 
14, 1953,  18  F.  R.  4939) 


Dated:  July  25, 1957. 

Gordon  Gray, 
Director. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-6185;  Filed,  July  29,  1957; 
8:48  a.  m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File  No.  812-1090] 

Securities  Company  of  Massachusetts, 
Inc.,  and  Investment  Trust  of  Boston 

NOTICE  OF  FILING  OF  APPLICATION  FOR 
ORDER  OF  EXEMPTION 

July  23,  1957. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Securities 
Company  of  Massachusetts,  Incorpo¬ 
rated  (“Securities”) ,  which  was  formerly 
the  underwriter  of  shares  of  Investment 
Trust  of  Boston  (“Trust”),  a  registered 
open-end  management  investment  com¬ 
pany,  has  filed  an  application  pursuant 
to  section  6  (c)  of  the  Investment  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1940  (“act”)  for  an  order 
of  the  Commission  exempting  from  the 
provisions  of  section  22  (d)  of  the  act 
proposed  payments  by  Securities  to  in¬ 
vestors  of  amounts  held  in  escrow  in 
their  behalf  as  more  fully  set  forth  below. 

The  application  makes  the  following 
representations : 

The  underwriting  agreement  between 
Securities  and  the  Trust  was  terminated 
by  action  of  the  Trustees  of  the  Trust  on 
June  5,  1957.  Prior  thereto  Securities, 
in  connection  with  its  distribution  of 
shares  of  the  Trust,  had  entered  into 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


5989 


Tuesday ,  July  30,  1957 

“Letters  of  Intention”  with  individual 
investors,  pursuant  to  which  the  inves¬ 
tors  indicated  an  intention  of  purchasing 
$25,000  or  more  of  shares  of  the  Trust 
within  a  twelve-month  period.  If  the 
investor  purchased  the  amount  indicated 
within  the  stated  period,  he  would  have 
the  benefit  of  the  lower  offering  price 
applicable  to  a  single  transaction  in  that 
amount.  As  orders  were  placed  pursuant 
to  these  letters,  the  investor  paid  the 
current  public  offering  price  applicable 
to  each  purchase,  and  Securities  held  on 
deposit  in  a  special  escrow  account  the 
difference  between  the  purchase  price 
actually  paid  and  the  purchase  price  to 
which  the  investor  would  be  entitled  if 
he  purchased  the  total  amount  of  shares 
of  the  Trust  indicated  in  his  “Letter  of 
Intention.”  Twelve  “Letters  of  Inten¬ 
tion”  were  outstanding  and  not  com¬ 
pleted  on  June  5,  1957,  when  Securities 
ceased  to  be  able  to  furnish  shares  In 
completion  of  them,  and  in  connection 
with  these  letters  Securities  holds  in 
escrow  a  total  of  $5,434.48.  Securities 
proposes  to  ask  each  dealer  who  had  a 
customer  with  an  incomplete  “Letter  of 
Intention”  to  obtain  a  letter  from  the 
investor  stating  whether  or  not  he  in¬ 
tended  to  complete  the  purchase  pro¬ 
gram  under  his  “Letter  of  Intention.” 
If  the  investor  states  he  did  intend  to 
complete  his  purchases,  Securities  will 
refund  the  sum  of  money  held  on  deposit 
as  to  him.  If  an  investor  states  he  did 
not  intend  to  complete  the  purchases. 
Securities  will  pay  to  the  dealer  from 
whom  such  investor  has  made  his  pre¬ 
vious  purchases  the  additional  dealers’ 
discount  applicable  to  the  lesser  number 
of  shares  actually  purchased. 

Among  other  things,  section  22  (d)  of 
the  act,  with  certain  exceptions  not  ap¬ 
plicable  here,  prohibits  a  principal  un¬ 
derwriter  of  a  registered  investment 
company,  or  a  dealer,  from  selling  re¬ 
deemable  securities  of  such  registered 
investment  company  except  at  a  current 
offering  price  described  in  the  prospectus. 
Since  the  proposal  set  forth  above  may 
involve  the  sale  of  shares  of  the  Trust 
below  the  normal  public  offering  price 
thereof  described  in  the  prospectus  in 
contravention  of  the  provisions  of  section 
22  (d)  of  the  act,  Securities  seeks  an 
order  pursuant  to  section  6  (c)  of  the  act 
exempting  its  proposed  refund  of  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  offering  price  from  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  22  (d)  of  the  act. 

Section  6  (c)  of  the  act  authorizes  the 
Commission,  by  order  upon  application, 
to  exempt  conditionally  or  uncondition¬ 
ally,  any  transaction  from  any  provisions 
of  the  act  or  of  any  rule  or  regulation 
thereunder,  if  and  to  the  extent  that  the 
Commission  finds  that  such  exemption  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  and  consistent  with  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors  and  the  purposes  fairly 
intended  by  the  policy  and  provisions  of 
the  act. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  August 
7, 1957,  at  5:30  p.  m.,  submit  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  any  facts  bearing  upon 
the  desirability  of  a  hearing  on  the 
matter  and  may  request  that  a  hearing 
be  held,  such  request  stating  the  nature 
of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for  such  re¬ 
quest  and  the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or 


law  proposed  to  be  controverted,  or  he 
may  request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  should  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  communication  or 
request  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington  25,  D.  C.  At  any  time  after 
said  date,  the  application  may  be  granted 
as  provided  in  Rule  N-5  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  under  the  act. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-6176;  Filed,  July  29,  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


[File  No.  24D-1619] 

Lockhart  Basin  Uranium  Corp. 

order  vacating  order  of  suspension 
July  23,  1957. 

Lockhart  Basin  Uranium  Corporation 
(Lockhart),  a  Utah  corporation,  419- 
27th  Street,  Ogden,  Utah,  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  March  4, 1955,  a  notifica¬ 
tion  on  Form  1-A  and  offering  circular, 
and  subsequently  filed  amendments 
thereto,  relating  to  an  offering,  as 
amended,  of  2,500,000  of  its  101  par  value 
common  stock,  to  be  offered  at  101  per 
share  for  an  aggregate  of  $250,000,  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  an  exemption 
from  the  registration  requirements  of  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  section  3  (b) 
thereof  and  Regulation  A  thereunder. 

The  Commission  on  May  21,  1957,  or¬ 
dered,  pursuant  to  Rule  223  (a)  of  the 
general  rules  and  regulations  under  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  that 
the  conditional  exemption  under  Regu¬ 
lation  A  sought  for  the  offering  be  tem¬ 
porarily  suspended  on  the  grounds  that 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  Regulation 
A  had  not  been  complied  with  in  that 
Form  2— A  reports  of  sales,  as  required  by 
Rule  224,  had  not  been  filed  and  the  of¬ 
fering  circular  was  misleading  by  failing 
to  reflect  certain  post-filing  develop¬ 
ments. 

Subsequent  to  the  Commission’s  action 
temporarily  suspending  the  exemption, 
a  Form  2-A  report  of  sales  was  filed  and 
petitions  were  submitted  to  establish, 
among  other  things,  that  (1)  the  offer¬ 
ing  was  never  commenced,  nor  is  one 
intended  under  the  filing;  (2)  no  sales 
were  made  under  the  filing;'  (3)  the 
failure  to  file  the  report  of  sales  and  to 
amend  the  circular  to  reflect  post-filing 
developments  was  due  to  the  failure  of 
Lockhart’s  officers  to  appreciate  the  ne¬ 
cessity  for  such  action  in  light  of  the 
status  of  the  offering,  and  (4)  other 
mitigating  factors. 

It  appearing  to  the  Commission  that  a 
hearing  is  not  necessary  or  appropriate 
in  the  public  interest  or  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors, 

It  is  ordered,  Pursuant  to  Rule  223  (b) 
of  the  general  rules  and  regulations  un¬ 
der  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as 
amended,  that  said  order  of  temporary 
suspension  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  vacated; 
and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  said 
petition  is  construed  to  be  a  request  for 


withdrawal  of  the  Regulation  A  notifica¬ 
tion  filed  by  Lockhart  and  same  is  hereby 
permitted  to  be  withdrawn. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-6177;  Filed,  July  29,  1957; 
8:47  a.  m.] 


[File  No.  8-5102] 

McInnes  &  Co.,  Inc. 

FINDINGS,  OPINION  AND  ORDER  REVOKING 
BROKER-DEALER  REGISTRATION  AND  EX¬ 
PELLING  FROM  NATIONAL  SECURITIES 
ASSOCIATION 

In  the  matter  of  McInnes  &  Co.,  Inc., 
203  Huntington  Building,  Miami  32, 
Florida;  File  No.  8-5102. 

These  were  private  proceedings  under 
sections  15  (b)  and  15A  ll)  (2)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (“Ex¬ 
change  Act”)  to  determine  whether  the 
broker-dealer  registration  of  McInnes  & 
Co.,  Inc.  (“registrant”)  should  be  re¬ 
voked,  and  whether  registrant  should  be 
suspended  or  expelled  from  membership 
in  the  National  Association  of  Securities 
Dealers,  Inc.  (“NASD”)  3 

Registrant  filed  an  answer  and  consent 
to  revocation  in  which  it  waived  a  hear-  , 
ing  and  recommended*  decision  and 
admitted  all  but  one  of  the  violations 
alleged  in  the  order  for  proceedings.* 
On  the  basis  of  the  answer  and 
consent  we  find  that  r^istrant  ac¬ 
cepted  monies  and  securities  from  cus¬ 
tomers  without  disclosing  its  insolvency. 


1  Section  15  (b)  of  the  Exchange  Act,  as 
here  pertinent,  provides  that  we  may  revoke 
the  registration  of  a  broker  or  dealer  If  we 
find  it  Is  in  the  public  interest  and  that  such 
broker  or  dealer  has  willfully  made  any 
false  or  misleading  statement  in  any  applica¬ 
tion  for  registration  or  In  any  document  sup¬ 
plemental  thereto,  or  has  willfully  violated 
any  provision  of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933 
or  of  the  Exchange  Act  or  of  any  rule  or 
regulation  thereunder. 

Under  section  15A  (1)  (2)  of  the  Exchange* 
Act  we  may  suspend  for  not  more  than  12 
months  or  expel  from  a  national  securities 
association  any  member  thereof  who  has  vio¬ 
lated  any  provision  of  the  Exchange  Act  or 
willfully  violated  any  provision  of  the  Secu¬ 
rities  Act  or  any  rule  under  such  acts  if  we 
find  such  action  to  be  necessary  or  appro¬ 
priate  In  the  public  Interest  or  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  investors. 

A  notice  of  withdrawal  of  registration  was 
filed  by  registrant  but  did  not  become  effec¬ 
tive  because  of  the  institution  of  these  pro¬ 
ceedings  within  thirty  days,  as  provided  by 
17  CFR  240.15b-6. 

2  The  answer  and  consent  denied  an  alle¬ 
gation  in  the  order  for  proceedings  that  regis¬ 
trant’s  application  for  registration  was  false 
and  misleading  in  that  it  failed  to  state  that 
Joseph  Kenneth  Edlin  controlled  registrant. 
While  full  and  adequate  disclosure  In  appli¬ 
cations  for  registration  is  essential  to  the 
performance  of  our  function  of  supervising 
brokers  and  dealers  for  the  protection  of  In¬ 
vestors,  in  view  of  registrant’s  admission  of 
willful  violations  Including  violations  of  the 
antifraud  provisions  of  the  Securities  Act 
and  the  Exchange  Act,  and  its  coasent  to 
revocation,  we  have  concluded  that  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  will  be  satisfied  by  disposing  of 
these  proceedings  on  the  basis  of  such  ad¬ 
missions  and  consent. 
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transacted  business  while  its  aggregate 
indebtedness  exceeded  2,000  percent  of 
its  net  capital,  and  made  false  and  mis¬ 
leading  statements  and  omissions  in  the 
sale  of  securities  of  Alabama  General 
Insurance  Company  with  respect  to  the 
return  on  the  investment  in  such  secu¬ 
rities  and  the  government  contracts  of 
a  subsidiary  of  that  company,  offered  and 
sold  securities  of  that  company  although 
they  were  not  registered  under  the  Secu¬ 
rities  Act,  made  false  and  misleading 
statements  in  its  application  for  regis¬ 
tration  in  that  it  failed  to  disclose  cer¬ 
tain  officers  and  directors,  and  failed  to 
file  promptly  amendments  correcting  in¬ 
formation  which  had  become  inaccurate, 
and  failed  to  make  and  keep  current 
required  books  and  records.  Accordingly 
we  find  that  registrant  willfully  violated 
sections  5  (a),  5  (c)  and  17  (a)  of  the 
Securities  Act,  sections  10  (b),  15  (b), 
15  (c)  (1),  15  (c)  (3)  and  17  (a)  of  the 
Exchange  Act  and  17  CFR  240.10b-5, 
240.15b-2,  240.15C1-2,  240.15c3-l  and 
240.17a-3  under  the  latter  act 

We  conclude  that  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  to  revoke  registrant’s  registra¬ 
tion  as  a  broker  and  dealer  and  to  expel 
registrant  from  membership  in  the 
NASD.  In  the  answer  and  consent  reg¬ 
istrant  and  Raymond  Mclnnes,  president 
of  registrant,  agree  that  the  latter  may 
be  found  to  be  a  cause  of  any  order  of 
revocation  issued  in  this  matter,  and 
we  so  find.  • 

Accordingly  it  is  ordered.  That  the 
registration  of  Mclnnes  &  Co.,  Inc.,  as  a 
broker  and  dealer  be,  and  it  hereby  is, 
revoked  and  that  registrant  be,  and  it 
hereby  is,  expelled  from  membership 
in  the  National  Association  of  Securities 
Dealers,  Inc.,  and  that  the  notice  of  with¬ 
drawal  from  registration  filed  by  regis¬ 
trant  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  not  permitted 
to  become  effective;  and  it  is  found  that 
Raymond,  Mclnnes  is  a  cause  of  such 
revocation  and  expulsion. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-6178;  Filed,  July  29,  1957; 

.  8:47  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Office  of  Alien  Property 

[Vesting  Order  SA-173[ 
Unknown  National  of  Rumania 

In  re :  Debt  owing  to  unknown  national 
of  Rumania;  F-63-60  (Arosa). 

Under  the  authority  of  Title  n  of  the 
International  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended  (69  Stat.  562) ,  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  10644,  November  7,  1955  (20 
F.  R.  8363),  Department  of  Justice  Or¬ 
der  No.  106-55,  November  23,  1955  (20 
F.  R.  8993),  and  pursuant  to  law,  after 
investigation,  it  is  hereby  ,found  and 
determined: 

1.  That  the  property  described  as 
follows:  That  certain  debt  or  other  obli¬ 
gation  of  Swiss  Credit  Bank,  New  York 
Agency  ,*25  Pine  Street,  New  York  5,  New 
York,  arising  out  of  an  account  entitled', 
"Swiss  Credit  Bank,  Arosa,  Switzerland, 


‘Blocked  Account',**  maintained  at  the 
aforesaid  bank,  together  with  any  and 
all  rights  to  demand,  enforce  and  collect 
the  same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
which  was  blocked  in  accordance  with 
Executive  Order  8389,  as  amended,  and 
remained  blocked  on  August  9, 1955,  and 
which  is,  and  as  of  September  15,  1947, 
was,  owned  indirectly  by  a  national  of 
Rumania,  name  unknown,  as  defined  in 
said  Executive  Order  8389,  as  amended. 

2.  That  the  property  described  herein 
is  not  owned  directly  by  a  natural 
person. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  administered, 
sold,  or  otherwise  liquidated,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  Title  II  of  the 
International  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended. 

It  is  hereby  required  that  the  property 
described  above  be  paid,  conveyed,  trans¬ 
ferred,  assigned  and  delivered  to  or  for 
the  account  of  the  Attorney  General  of 
the  United  States  in  accordance  with 
directions  and  instructions  issued  by  or 
for  the  Assistant  Attorney  General,  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Alien  Property,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice. 

The  foregoing  requirement  and  any 
supplement  thereto  shall  be  deemed  in¬ 
structions  or  directions  issued  under 
Title  n  of  the  International  Claims  Set¬ 
tlement  Act  of  1949,  as  amended.  Atten¬ 
tion  is  directed  to  section  205  of  said 
Title  n  (69  Stat.  562)  which  provides 
that: 

Any  payment,  conveyance,  transfer,  assign¬ 
ment,  or  delivery  of  property  made  to  the 
President  or  his  designee  pursuant  to  this 
title,  or  any  rule,  regulation,  instruction,  or 
direction  Issued  under  this  title,  shall  to  the 
extent  thereof  be  a  full  acquittance  and  dis¬ 
charge  for  all  purposes  of  the  obligation  of 
the  person  making  the  same;  and  no  person 
shall  be  held  liable  in  any  court  for  or  in 
respect  of  any  such  payment,  conveyance, 
transfer,  assignment,  or  delivery  made  in 
good  faith  in  pursuance  of  and  in  reliance 
on  the  provisions  of  this  title,  or  of  any  rule, 
regulation,  instruction,  or  direction  issued 
thereunder. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
July  23,  1957. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Dallas  S.  Townsend, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-6180;  Filed,  July  29,  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.J 


.  [Vesting  Order  SA-175] 

City  of  Budapest  Municipal  Savings- 
bank  Co.,  Ltd. 

In  re:  Debt  owing  to  City  of  Budapest 
Municipal  Savingsbank  Company  Lim¬ 
ited,  also  known  as  Budapester  Haupt- 
stadtische  Gemeinde  Sparkassa  Akt.;  F- 
34-1147. 

Under  the  authority  of  Title  II  of  the 
International  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended  (69  Stet.  562),  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  10644,  November  7,  1955  (20 


F.  R.  8363) ,  Department  of  Justice  Order 
No.  106-55,  November  23,  1955  (20  F.  R. 
8993),  and  pursuant  to  law,  after  inves¬ 
tigation,  it  is  hereby  found  and  deter¬ 
mined: 

1.  That  the  property  described  as  fol-  . 
lows :  That  certain  debt  or  other  obliga¬ 
tion  of  Guaranty  Trust  Company  of  New 
York,  140  Broadway,  New  York  15,  New 
York,  arising  out  of  an  account  entitled, 
"Budapester  Hauptstadtische  Gemeinde 
Sparkassa  Akt.,  V.  Dorottya  Utca  4, 
Budapest,  Hungary,"  maintained  at  the 
aforesaid  bank,  together  with  any  and  all 
rights  to  demand,  enforce  and  collect  the 
same, 

is  property  within  the  United  States 
which  was  blocked  in  accordance  with 
Executive  Order  8389,  as  amended,  and 
remained  blocked  on  August  9,  1955,  and 
which  is,  and  as  of  September  15,  1947, 
was,  owned  directly  or  indirectly  by 
City  of  Budapest  Municipal  Savingsbank 
Company  Limited,  also  known  as  Buda¬ 
pester  Hauptstadtische  Gemeinde  Spar¬ 
kassa  Akt.,  Budapest,  Hungary,  a 
national  of  Hungary  as  defined  in  said 
Executive  Order  8389,  as  amended. 

2.  That  the  property  described  herein 
is  not  owned  directly  by  a  natural  per¬ 
son. 

There  is  hereby  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above,  to  be  administered, 
sold,  or  otherwise  liquidated,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  Title  H  of 
the  International  Claims  Settlement  Act 
of  1949,  as  amended. 

It  is  hereby  required  that  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  above  be  paid,  conveyed, 
transferred,  assigned  and  delivered  to 
or  for  the  account  of  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  of  the  United  States  in  accordance 
with  directions  and  instructions  issued 
by  or  for  the  Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property,  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice. 

The  foregoing  requirement  and  any 
supplement  thereto  shall  be  deemed  in¬ 
structions  or  directions  issued  under 
Title  n  of  the  International  Claims  Set¬ 
tlement  Act  "of  1949,  as  amended.  Atten¬ 
tion  is  directed  to  section  205  of  said 
Title  II  (69  Stat.  562)  which  provides 
that: 

Any  payment,  conveyance,  transfer,  as¬ 
signment,  or  delivery  of  property  made  to 
the  President  or  his  designee  pursuant  to 
this  title,  or  any  rule,  regulation,  instruc¬ 
tion,  or  direction  Issued  under  this  title, 
shall  to  the  extent  thereof  be  a  full  acquit¬ 
tance  and  discharge  for  all  purposes  of  the- 
obligation  of  the  person  making  the  same; 
and  no  person  shall  be  held  liable  In  any 
court  for  or  in  respect  of  any  such  payment, 
conveyance,  transfer,  assignment,  or  deliv¬ 
ery  made  in  good  faith  in  pursuance  of  and 
In  reliance  on  the  provisions  of  this  title, 
or  of  any  rule,  regulation,  instruction,  or 
direction  issued  thereunder. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
July  23, 1957.  , 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Dallas  S.  Townsend, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 

Director,  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  57-6182;  Filed,  July  2»,  1957; 

8:47  a.  m.] 
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